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ADVERTISEMENT, 


HIS Edition contains a Liſt of the late and pref: 
Houſe of Commons, ſhewing the Changes made 
the Members of Parliament by the General Election 
1780. And it is further improved with the Adzitio 
of the Date when each City and Borough fr ſent R 
pr-ſentatives to Parliament, the Right of Ele Gen in cad 
Plate, and the ſuppoſed Nuriher of EleQors, Where t 
Right of Election has been aſcertained by a Refolvtion 
the Houſe of Commons, the Date of that Reſolution 
given. Where there is no Date to the Right of Electio 
there has be-n no Reſolution of the Houſe upon it, and t 
Cuſtom, which is given, is ſtill adhered to, The luppoſ 
Number of EleQors follow. 


EXPLANATION. 


Abingdon firſt ſent Repreſentatives to Parliament in tl 
ath Year of the Reign of Philip and Mary, The Ki 
of Election is in the Inhabitants- not receiving Alm, 
any Charitv, by a Reſolution of the Houſe of Commons 
the 18th of January, 1708. The ſuppoſed Number of V. 
ters are 600. b 

Reſpecting the Liſts of Changes in all the great Offices, tl 
Rule laid down and purſued in this little Book, is, in eac 
office firſt giving the Perſon or Perſons who held that D 
partment at the Acceſſion of the preſent King, and the 
the Changes, or Alterations, which have been fince mad 
follow with their Dates, 

No Pains have been ſpared to be as accurate as poſſible : B 
Notice of any Errors will, at all Times be thanxfully receive 
by the Publiſher; together with any Hiats for Improvemea 


\ LIST of the late and preſent Members 
of Parliament. 


„ere names in Roman WY The names in Roman 
tWuraQters are the gentlemen characters are the gentlemen 
ard at the General Elec- elected at the General Elec- 
1 Wiſes in 1774, and the names tion in 1780, and the names 
o eie characters, are the in Tralic characters are the 
emen elected afterwards, gentlemen who were candi- 
. dates. The figures ſhew the 

numbers who. voted for each 

perſun, 


Abington, Barks. 4 Phil, and Mary, 


th 
(1; WWF OHN Mayor, eſq. E- elected 157 
5 Thomas Weooldridge 55 


ns ln the inhabitants paying ſcot and lot, and not receiving 

Ver 2ny charity. 18 Jan. 1708.—600, 

| Agmendeſuam, Bucks. 28 Edw. I. 21 Ja. I. 

s, lim Br ke, eſq, re- elected 

eaq m Drake, jun. eſg. re elected 

= "the inhabitants paying ſcot and lot only. 1 Dec. 1705. 

E | 

mad St. Albans, Herts, 35 Edw. I. 7 Edw. VI. 
Richard Sutton, bart, William Charles Sloper, eſq, 

B Fi Radcliffe, eſq. re- elected 

chte mayor, aldermen, and freemen, and ſuch houſehol - 

men only as pay ſcot and lot. 27 April, 1714.— loco. 

Aldborough, Suffolk. * 3 Eliz. . 


dard Combe, eſq. P. Champion Creſpigny, efq. 
Foinereau, eſq. died in 

79 

u Fennereau, 7. re · elected 8 


ved by the committee not to be in the bailifFs, bur 
and freemen, receiving alms; but in the bail:ffs and 
Fies, reſident within the borough, not receiving alms. 
© 1709. To which the houſe diſagreed, In the inha- 
"i Paying ſcot and lot. C:/fom.--$0. 

A 2 Ad- 


. Bake, . N 


Aldborengb, need Fan Phil. and Mary, 

Abel Smith, 'e1q. vacated in Sir Rich. Sutton, bart, m 

1778 his elections for Sandwic 
Hen. Vn. Hanger Hon. Edw. On ſlow 

C. Wilkinſon, eſq. vacat. 1777 Charles Melliſh, eſg. 


Not in the ſelect number of burtzeſſes, holding by bury 
tenure ; but all the inhabitants paying ſcot and lot ha 
right to vote. 17 May, 1690.— 57. 

Andever, Hants. 23 Edw. I. 
Sir Jn. Griffin Griffin, K. B. re- elected 
Benj. Lethieullier, eſq. re- elected 

In the tailiff and ſelect number of burgeſſes only, 28 

1702. 1 Kpril, 1689. 


Argleſea. 
Lori Viſc, Bulkeley re- elected 
Appleby, Veſtmoreland. 23 Edw. I. 
Phil. Honeyu ved, eſq. re- elected 
George Johnſtone, eſa. William Lowther, ei oi! 
his election for Cal 
Hon. W. Pitt M. 


Burgage tenure.— 120. 

7 Arurdel, Suſſex. 23 Edw. I. "0 
Thomas Brand, eſq. Sir P. Crawford, knt. 8 7 
G. Lew. Newnham, eſq. Thomas Fi'zherbert,eſe 


Hen. Percy Windban Vi 
Only in the inhabitants of the ſaid borough, paying 
and lot. 22 Feb. 16q4%,—1co. 
| Aſpburton, Devon. 26 Edw. I. the 
Charles Boone, eſq, - re- elected $ 0f 
Robert Palk, eſq. re- el. ted 
In the freeholders having lands or tenements bel 
the ſaid borough only; and the freeholders of land 18! of 
nements called Halſhanger and Hallwell-lands, lieg WC 
in the borovgh, and ſubject to pay borough-rent, have t 
to vote. 20 Feb. 1707.—2CO, ity 
Ayleſbury, Bucks, 1 Mary. 
Anthony Bacon, eiq. re- elected F. 
Ju. Aubrey, ety. Thomas Ord, eſq. a, ( 
J. Smith 


In all the houſeholders of the ſaid borough, not tea 


alas: perſors receiving alms, purſuant to the vide th 
Bedford, dilabled from voting. 28 Jan, 1695. 7 free. 
480. 


Bo Kry V 1 Mary. 
m North re- elected; vacated in 1778, 
and re-elected, as allo in 
1780 
I the maypr, aldermen, and capital burgeſſes bo Bunbury 
ily. 29 Dec. 1691.—19. 

Barnſtable, Devon. 23 Edw. I. 
bn Cleveland, eſq. re · elected 
. Devay nes, eſq. Francis Baſſett, eſq. 

William Devaynes, eſq. 

In the corporation and burgeſies, 326. 
Bath, Somerſctſhire. 23 Edw. I. 
bun Smith, efg. died in 1775 Hon |, Jefferies Pratt 
Jeb Sebright, bart. 
del Moyſey, eſg. 19 re-eleted 
In the mayor, aldermen, and common council only. 27 
3. 1706,-30s 


Beaumaris, Angleſea. 
Hugh Williams, bart, Sir G. Warren, K. B. 
In the mayor and capital burgeſſes of the ſaid borough. 
March, 172 5.—24. 


Bedfordſhire. 
of Upper Oſſory re- elected 
it, Tens Hampden Hon, St. Andrew St. John 
tyele Bedford Town. 23 Edw. I. 
9 W. Wake, bart, re- dected | 421 
nen Whitbread, eſq. re elected 67? 
J. Kenrick 304 


the burgeſſes, freemen, and inhabitants, being houſchol⸗ 
ef Bedford, not receiving alms. 22 April, 1690. — 1000. 
Bed win, Wilts. 23 Edw. I. 
| Methvin, eſq. re elected 
10s of Courtown vacat. 1774 Sir Merrick Burrell, bart. 
irg Wd Cranburn 
1ave tte freeholders and inhabitants of ancient burgage- 
zusges, a6 March 1729.—80. 
p Berralſten, Devon. 27 Eliz. 
Hen. Drake, bart. Lord Algernon Percy made 
u. Geo, Hobart. his elect. for Northuinb, 
Lord Viſc. Fielding 
Lord Macartney 
" the freehold tenants of the ſaid borough, holding by 
v*ge-tenure, and paying 3d. per annum, or more, ancient 
A dur- 


ot feet 
wille 


7 Fed 


— ä—— —— 


#6 Shs 
burgage- rept, to the 4. of the ſaid borough, and in th, 
only. 6 June, 1721.—70. - | 
| Berkfhire. 

Chriſ. Griffith, eſq. died 1776 


. H. Hartley, eſq. » re- elected 0 
John Elwes, eſq. 22 re· elected 
Berwick, Nertbumberland. Hen. VIII. 

Hon. John Vaughan re-eleed. Lo 
J. Wilkinſon, eſq. Sir J. Huſſ. Delaval, bart. Wh 
Stated in the report to be in the freemen of Berwick. | 
March, 1695.—500. By 

; Beverley, Yorkſhire. 23 Edw. J. 5 Eliz. 
Sit J. Pennyman, bart. re- elected 
G. F. Tufncl, Eſq. | Evelyn Anderſon, Efq, con 


—DA— ſ — — — L) V — . —Üi 7˙ — oo —— 


In the burgage- holders. 1000. 
Bewdley, Vurceſterſpire. James 1, 

Lord Weſtcote * 4 Pt 

In the bailiff and twelve capital burgeſſes, who elect ot 
burgeſſes to vote with them. In the bailiff and burgeſ 
appointed by the charter 30 Jac, Primi, excluſive to all othe 
28 April, 1662. Not in all the inhabitants of the ſaidt 
rough. 27 May, 1679, | 


Biſhop's-Cafple, Shropſhire, 17 Eliz. Tin 
Henry Strachey, eſq. vacated Hengy Strachey, eſq, f 
in 1778 | | 20/4 

Alex, Wedderburne, eſq. cre- | 
ated a peer in 170 Tho 
Wm, Clive, eſq. re- elected i dir! 
Agreed to be in the boiliff and all the burgeſſes within WF 4 
borough. 3 Feb. 1699.— 100. in de 
Blechingley, Surry. 23 Edw. IJ. 8] 

Sir Robert Clayton, bart. re- elected 

Frederick Standart, eſq. John Kenrick, efq. Char 


Reſolved to be in the borough-holders, and that the bai 
had nothing to do with the election. 22 March, 1723. 


Bodmyn, Cornwall. 23 Edw. I. 7 

Ceo, Hunt, eſgq. re elected | 
Sir James Laroche, bart. William Maſterman, eſq. 

ä Sir James Laroche 

In the mayor, aldermen, and common council. —36. an 

Boro bbridge, Yorkfbive. I Mary. 

Anthony Eyre, eſg. re- elected hor 

William Philips, eſq. Charles Ambler,efq, In 


Ta the burzage-holders.— 55. 


— 


. 
Boſſiney, Cornwall, 7 Edw. VT, 
Lord Mount Stuart, called to | 2 
the Houſe of Peers in 1776 
Wn, Charles Stuart re- elected 
Hon, H. L. Luttrell re-elected 
In the freemen in the borough.—20, 
Beſton, Lincolnſhire. Edw. VI. 
Lord Robert Bertie re elected 
» churles Amcotts, eſq. died in 


1777 5 

Humpbrey Sibtbor s e. re · elected 
9% of Sir Cbriſtepher Whichcot 

In the commonalty, and not in the mayor, aldermen, and 
common council. 8 May, 1628. Only in the mayor, al- 
temen, common council, and freemen of the ſaid borough, 
rfdent within the ſaid borough, and paying ſcot and lot. 20 
lurch, 1711,—Only in the mayor, aldermen, common 
noncil, and freemen of the ſaid borough, reſident in the ſaid 
borough, paying ſcot and lot, and claiming their freedom by 
irth or ſervitude, 2 March, 1719.—200. | 
Brackley, Northamptonſhire. 1 Edw. VI. 
Vm. Egerton, eſq. ohn. Wm. Egerton, eſq. 
Timothy Caſwall, eſq. re - elected 

In the mayor, aldermen, and burgeſſes of the faid borough, 
10 April, 1714.— 33. — 

| Bramber, Suſſex. 23 Edw. I. 
Thomas Thornton, eſq. re-elected 
dir Henry Gough, bart. re- elected 1 
Agreed to be in the perſons inhabiting ancient houſes, or 
1 houſes built on ancient foundations, paying ſcot and lot. 
18 Jan, 10 Mar, 1703. 1 June, 1715.—20. 


eſt 
the 
16h 


Brecon c_ 
les Morgan, efq, re - elected 
dai ä Brecon Towne 
—iules Van, eſq. died 1778 | 
arles Gould, eſq- re- elected 
1» the corporation and free burgeſſes. 
ſq, Bridgenorth, Skropſhire. 23 Edw. I. 
Led Pigot died in 1777; : 
6, and in 1778 
iniral Pigot was elected re- elected 
bomas Whitmore, eſq. re · ele cted 


ln the corporation and freemen / oo. | F 
Bridge « 


EV 
Bridgewater, Somerſetſhire. 23 Edw. 2 
Hon. Anne Poulett re- elected W 
Benj. Allen, eſq. re- elected » ſo 
Febn Acland, eſg. 

Stated to be in the majority of the corporation, conſiſtin 
of a mayor, aldermen, and capital Furgefles, in number 2, 
7 Dec. 1669. Agreed to be in thoſe that pay ſcot and lot 
inhabiting in the ſaid borough. To Dec. 1692. 9 Marc 
3769. —If the mayor, aldermen, and capital burgeſſcs, ate nc 


* 


inhabitants, though they pay ſcot and lot, yet they have n ſol 
right to vote; 9 Mar. 1969.,-The inhabitants of the eaſter I 
and weſtern diviſions of the pariſh of Bridgewater have n cr 
right to vote for repreſentatives, but the right of election WM. 
in the inhabitants of that diviſion of the ſaid pariſh which WW the 
commonly called the Borough, paying ſcot and lot within M Fe 
faid diviſion, and in them only. 14 March, 1769.— 300 
Bridport, Dorſet. 23 Edw. I. " 
Thomas Coventry, eſq, Thomas Scott, eſq. 2 
Hon. L. Ferd. Cary Richard Beckford, eſq. 
In the commonalty in general. 12 April, 1628. 
Agreed to be in all the inhabitants not receiving alms, * 
May, 1715.—400, i af 
Briſtol City. 47 Edw. III. clo. 
Hen. Cruger, eſq. Sir H. Lippincott, bart. 251 
Edm. Burke, cf, Matt. Brickdaie, eſq. 27 
Cruger, eſq. 121 He 
rah, eſqg. 74 * 
Edmund Burke, eſ. declined Jer, 
f | | Sir H. Lippincott died 175 Soar 
In the freemen—— 5000. 

: 4 Buckingbamhire. Ir 
Rt. Hon. R. Earl Verney re- elected 151 
Geo. Grenville, eſq. ſucceeded 

Earl Temple in 1779 
Hon. Thomas Grenville re- elected | 1 f 
| Buckingham Town, 33 Hen. VIII. ru. 
1 Grenville, jun. eſa. re- elected 1 
ich. Grenville, eſq. Rich. Ald. Neville, eq. WW 
In the bailiff and twelve burgeſſes only. 11 Now, 1% Jan 


— 13. 


C 


[9] 
Calltngton, Cornwall. 27 Elis. 
William Skrine, eſq. John Morſhead, eſq» 
ſobn Dyke Acland, eſq. died 
in 1778 
burge Stratton, eſg. _ re- elected 
la the inhabitants 3 Fears houſekee pers. 100 


Calne, Wiltz, 23 Edw. I. 

n At. Hos. Iſaac Barre re- electec 8 

oba Dunning, eſq. re elected 

erf la the inhabitants of the ſaid borough, having a right of 

ni common, and being ſworn at Ogborn-court. 22 Dec. 1720. 

n the ancient burgeſſes of the ſaid borough only, and 

le right of returning burgeſſes is in the guild-ſtewards. 25 
eb. 1723.— 34. 

ol Cambridgeſhire. - 

Sir Samp, Gideon, bart. t. Hon, Lord R. Manners 

dir J. Hynde Cotton, bart, | 1741 

| Philip Yorke, eſq. 1452 

| Sir Samp. Gideon, bart. 1058 

All members of colleges, halls, or corporations, haying 

no freeholds, ſaving in right thereof; and parſons and vi- 

cars, having no other freeholds but glebe-lands, are ex- 

cluned from voting. 28 May, 1724. 


N 

2 Cambridge Town, Edw. I. 

121 Hon. C. Slo. Cadogan 

"WM called to the Houſe of Peers 5 

1e J Keene, eſq. re- elected 96 
Lame. jenyns, eſa. J. Warwood Adeane 8 


: Chris. Potter 1 
In the mayor, bailiffs, and freemen, not receiving alms. 
14 Feb, 1709,——200. 
Cambridge Univerſity. 1 James I. ; 
- _ ee — eſq. 
Richard Croft es, eſq. on. J. Townſhend, 
The Marquis of Granby ſuc- Lord Hyde 
; ceeded Duke of Rutland, 1779 R. Crefies, eſqs 


% aner Mansfield, eſg. Hom. M. Pitt 
la the doctors and maſters of arts. — 340. 


Camelford, Cornwall. Kür. VI. 


ou Amyand, eſq. James Macpherſon, efq, 
rancis Herne, eſq. died 1776 | 
Sir Ralph Payne \ John Pardoe, jun. eſq. Af 


Stateu to be in the freemen and inhabitants paying ſce 
and lot. 3 Aug. 1660. 19. 
Canterbury City. 23 Edw. I. 


Lord Newhaven George Gipps, eſq, 6 A 
Richard Milles, eſq. Charles Robinſon, eſq, 61 F 
Lord Newbaven 45 
Sir W. H. Daſpꝛbassd ie 
M. Lade 23 
In the citizens and freemen. too. 


| Cardiff. 
Sir H. Mackworth, bart. re- elected 
In the burgeſſes of Cardiff, Aberavon, Cowbridge, Kenſigg 
Llantriſſent, Lougher, Neth, and Swanfey, 2000, 


Cardiganſhire. 
Lord Liſburne re elected 
Cardigan. | 
Sir Rob, Smyth, decided on 
petition in favour of 
Tho. Fohnes, 12 John Campbell, eſq. 
In the burgeſſes at large of the boroughs of Cardigan, Aberyſt 
with, Lampeter, and Atpar only. It was reſolved the ouigeiic 
of Tregaron have not a right to vote. 7 May, 17 30,—1200 


Carliſte. 3 Charles I, 
$ Flet, Norton, eſꝗ. vacated in 


1775 E 
Walter Stanhope, eſq. Earl of Surrey n 
Ant. Storer, eſq, | William Lowther, eſq. | 


Agreed to be in the mayor, aldermen, bailiffs, and frees 

| men, reſident or not refident, Alſo, that the ſons of bur 

geſſes, born after their fathers freedom, and perions ſerving 

ſeven years with'n the city, had a right to be made fte 

23 Feb, 1711. 5CO. | 
Carmarthenſhire. 

| John Vaughan, eſq, re- elected 


Car 


[mn 1 


> 


x Carmarthen. 
2 Adams, eſq. George Phillips, efq. 
In the burgetles of the ſaid borough. 19 March, 1727. 
Carnarvonſhire. 
Aft» Smith, eſq. John Parry, eſq. 
Carnarvon. 
ynn Wynn, eſg. re- elected 


In the burgeſſas of arvon, Criccieth, Pullely, Nevis 
Conway. ; 


Caſtle Riſing, Norf.th. Ult. Phil. & Mary. 
Wedderburne, eſq. made 5 

ts election for Oakhamp- 

ton 

bn. Charles Finch 

>, Mackreth, eſq. re- elected 

„ Finch, vacated in 1777 

tb ſtand for Maidſtone 

ett ynd Talbot, eſ. re elected 


lathe free burgeſſes.— 50. 


Cheſhire. 

in Crewe, eſq. re- elected 
nue! Egerton, died in 1780 

N. )aliſpury Cotten, bart, reelected 


Cheſler City. 34 Hen. VIII. 

1. Tho, Groſvenor re- elected 

Wilbraham Bootle re- elected 

ated to lie i: the freemen. 2 Dec. 1690. — 100. 


Chicheſter, Sufſex. 23 Edw. I, 
William Keppel re-elected 
Hon. Tho. Conolly Thomas Steele, eſq | 
the inhabitants paying ſcot and lot. $00. 


1 
elle 


200 


= Chippenbam, Wilts. 23 Edw. I. 
rvigg E. Bayntun, bart. Henry Dawkins, 'eſq, 


„ Marſh, eſq. _ Giles Hudſon, eſq. : 
Ithe durgeſtes ard freemen, more than twelve. Ana it 
tfolved, that the new chatter altered not the cuſtom- 


514. 9 ibid. — 10. a 
rite 


ä 
Cbriſcburch, Hants. 13 Eliz, 
Mon. Th. Villiers Hyde Sir James Harris, K. B. 
James Harris, efq. re- elected, died in 1134 
* Fobn Frederick, eſe. 
In the inhabitants paying ſcot and lot. 50. 
| | Cirencefler, Gloucefterſvire. 13 Elis. 
ames Whitſhed, eſq. te- elected 
Blackwell, eſq. re - elected 
In all the inhabitants, houſeholders,---700,—N, B. 
was reſolved, in this caſe, that, where there is no cuſtom 
Charter for the election, there the inhabitants (houſeholde 
ought to .eleft. 21 May, 1724.——The inmates were e 
cluded. 4 Nov. 1690.— 4s alſo were the inhabitants 
the Abbey, the Emery, and the Spiringate-lane. $ Dy 


170g. 
ihe . Clitheroe, Lancaſhire. 1 Eliz. 
Men. Aſheton Curzon John Parker, eſfq, 
Tho. Liſter , elq. — re- elected 
5 Hon. Afb Curzon 
Ia ſuch freeholders only as have eſtates for life, or in fe 
4 Feb. 1661.— 90. 


Cockermouth, Cumberland. 23 Edw. I. 
Geo. Johnſtone, eſq, made 
/ his election for Appleby 
Flet. Norton, eſq. made his 
election for Carliſle * 
—— Adair, eſg. W. Lowther, eſq. 
b Gowland, eſq. J. Baynes Garforth, eſg. 


urgage tenure. 200. | 
4 Colchefter, Eſſex. 23 Edw. I. bt 
Charles Gray, eſq. + _ b. Smyth, bar N 
Iſ. Martin Rebow „ eſq. re- elected 1 of 
| | Alex. Fordyce Ins or 
Robert Mayne 


Agreed to be in the mayor, aldermen, common coun 
and free burgeſſes, not receiving alms. 6 May, 1714----14 
N. B. The right of making foreigners (not having ar 
of freedom) freemen, is in the mayor and fiee burgeſl 
co nmon council 2 A en 
a Cor -Caſtle, etfhire. 14 Eliz. 
ohn Bond, 7 0 een 
John Jenkinſon, eſq Henry Bankes, eſq · 
1 


1 8 J: . 
As ia the report) appeared to be id leſſees for years, pay- 
* ſcot and lot; and Pin ſuch perſons as had the free * 
in regerfion, upon ſuch leaſe for years. 6 April, 1699. 
Agreed to be in ſuch as have an eſtate of inheritance, or a 
kaſe for years, determinable upon life or lives, paying ſcot 
alot. 2 March, 1699. Agreed to be in ſuch perſons 
gare ſeized in fee, in polſeſſion or reverſion, of any meſſusge, 


din ſuch perſons as are tenants for life or lives; and, for 
unt of ſuch freehold, in tenants for years, determinable on 
any life or lives, paying ſcot and lot, and in no others, 22 


Ju. 1718,—140- 


D, Cornwall. 
lie W. Lemon, bart. re · elected 
t J. Moleſworth, bart. died 
in 177 1 Wt 
4 rd liot, eſq+ re- elected 


Coventry, Warwickſvire. 23 Edw. I. 
tw, Roe Yeo, eſq, 1571 Void election in Sept. 1486 
alter Waring, eſy. 1111 Election in Dec. 1780 


ibs. Creen, eſę. 327 Edward Roe Yeo, eſq. 1298 
, Waring died in 1780, Lord Sheffield 129 
td J. B. Holroyd was Sir Tho. Halifax, kt. 117 
elected Tho. Rogers, y. 1177 


lu ſuch perſons who have ſerved ſeven years apprentice- 
lp within the ſaid city to one and the ſame trade, not receiv- 
by alms, x May, 1708. But perſons receiving the fa- 
nent or bread money, Sir Thomas White's, or Sir Tho- 
u Wheatley's gifts, were not then diſqualified, Mem- 
of the fullers company, being freemen, not receiving 
ins or weekly charity, and freemen, who have ſerved ſeven 
apprenticeſhip in the city or ſuburbs, not receiving 
tt or weekly charity, have a right to vote. 13 March, 1711. 
In fuch freemen as have ſerved ſeven years apprentice- 
to one and the ſame trade, in the city or ſuburbs, and do 
{receive alms or weekly charity, ſuch freemen being duly 
m and eurolled, ' 20 Nov. 1722.—1400, 


* Crich» 


-» 


:nement, or corporeal hereditament, within this borough; | 


1 44 9 

2 Cricklade, Wilts. 23 Edw. I. 
Arn. Neſbit, eſq. died 1779 | 
Wm. Earle, eſq. died 1774 

obn Dewar, eſq. Paul Benfield, elq, 

obn Macpher ſor, eſq. re elected. 

* Samuel Petre, eſg. 

Agreed to be in the freeholders, copyholders, and lea 
Holders for three years. 10 June, 1685.—Agrecd to be 
freeholders and copyholders of the borough houſes, a 
Ieaſekolders for any term not under three years, only, 1 Af 
1684.— The committee reported, that it was agreed to 
in the freeholders, copyholders, and leaſeholders for not | 
than three years. 20 Feb. 1695. I 50, 

Cumberland. 
Sir J. Lowther, bart. re- elected 
Henry Fletcher, eſq. re- elected 
Dartnoutb, Devon. 26 Edw. I. 

Lord Viſc. Howe re: elected 
Richard Hopkins, eſq. Arthur Holdſworth, eſq. 

In the freemen of the borough, 28 Nov, 1689.—91 

| Denbighſhire. 
Sir W. W. Wynne, bart. re- elected 
Dienbigb Teton. 

Rich. Myddleton, eſq. re- elected 

In the burgeſſes of Denbigh Leon, alias Holt and Ruth 
— 500. 


Derbyſhire. 
Lord Seo. Cavendiſh Lord Rich, Cavendiſh 
Geo. Clarke, eſq. died 1774 
Hon, Nath. Curxon re · elected 
Derby Town. 23 Edw. I, | 
Lord Fred. Cavendiſh Lord G. A. H. Cavendifh 
Wenman Coke, eſq. made hi: 
election for Norfolk 
Dan. Parker Cole, eſq. Edward Coke, eſq. 
| * Dan. Parker Coke, eſz · 
In the corporation, free men, and ſworn-burgeſſes.—70 
Devizes, Wilts. 23 Ed w. I, 
Charles Garth, eſq. re elected, died in 1780 
James Sutton, eſq. Henry Jones, eſq. 
| Sir J. T. Long, bart. 
In the mayor and ſelect number cf burgeſſes only. 
March, 1688. 


5 1 


Devonſhire. 
R. W. Bampfylde, bart, 
died in 1976 
. R. Walter, eſſ. died 1779 
bn Rolle, eſq- re- elected 
ba Parker, eſq, re-cleted, 
* Dor ſetſhire. 
deere Pitt, eſq. 4 3 
1 lmpbry Sturt, eſq. re- elected 
« Dorcheſter, Dorſet. 23 Edw. I. 
t<n Damer, eſq. Hon. George Damer 
Im, Ewer, eſq. re- elected 


ln the inhabitants paying to church and poor, in reſpe& 
their perſonal eſtates; and in ſuch perſons as pay to 
uch and poor, in reſpect of their real eſtates within the 
id borough, 17 and 18 May, 1720.—400, L 
N. B. Part of the pariſh of Holy Trinity, (formerly Froome- 
hitficld pariſh) and the tiching of Collitonrow, were veted 
de no parts of the ſaid” borough, 


Dover, Kent, 42 Edw. III. 
ba Henniker, eſq. re- elected 

bn Tre vanian, eſq. re · elected 

In the freemen and free burgeſſes, inhabitants of Dover. 
March, 1623. The non-inhabitant freemen, as well 
the inhabitant freemen, and free burgeſſes, have voice in 
e election of barons to ſerve in parliament, 12 March, 
770. — 700. 


th 


Deownton, Wilts. 23 Edw. I. 
le. Duncombe, eſq. died 
in1779 


lin 


Dummer, eſq. died 1779 x 
I Philip Hales Hon. Hen. Sem. Conway 23 
„0 in. F. Bouverie, died 1779 | 
vert Shaftoe, . re- elected 4 
R A'exander Hume 
J. Saunders 7 


la the inhabitants paying ſeot and lot.—b0, 


4 B 2 Dreit- 


16 
Droitwich, Norceſterſtire. 23 Edw. I. 


| Tho. Foley, eſq. ſucceded bis 
father as Lord Foley, Dec. 


N 1777 re- elected 

Edward Winnington, eſq. re- elected 

In the burgeſſes of the corporation of Salt-ſprings, 7 Bf 
Droitwich, 11 Nov. 1690-———q0. 


1 Dunwich, Suffolk. 23 Edw. I. F 


Sir G. W. Van Neck, bart re- elected 
Miles Barne, eſq. vacated in 
Dec. 1777, 
Barne Barne, eſq. re-eleted 
Is not in the freemen of the ſaid borough, commonly cal 
led outfitters, as well as in the freemen inhabiting withi 
the ſaid borough ; but only in the freemen inhabiting withi 
the ſaid borough. 8 Dec. 1691,——Is in the freemen « 
the ſaid borough, commonly called outfitters, 25 well as | 
the freemen inhabiting in the ſaid borough. 25 Nov. 169g 
-Was reſolved to be only in the freemen inhabiting with 
in the ſaid borough, not receiving alms. 5 Feb. 1708.---40 


| Durham 3 
Sir John Eden, bart. re- elected 
Cir T. Clavering, bart. re- elected 


Durbam City. 30 Char. II. 
ohn Lampton, eſq. re- elected 
ahn Tempeſt, eſq. re: elected 


In the corporation and freemen.— I2co. 


Eaftloee, Cornwall, 13. Eliz. 


n Buller, eſq. re- elected 
ir Cha. Whitworth vaca- 
ted in 1774 
Tho. Graves, eſqz wacated in 
1775 es < 
Will. Graves, eſq. re · elected 5 
Jn the mayor, burtzeſſos, aldermen, and freemen. 49. 


17 
| St. Edmondſbury, Suffelk. 
Cha. Davers, bart. re- elected 
„ Hon. A. J. Hervey, cal- 
{ed to the Hou e of Peers 


177 ' 
; Conway re-eledted 


Lord Hervey 
In 1 alderman, 12 burgeſſes, and 24 common councdl, 
Eſſex County. a 
hn Conyers, eſq. died 1775 
da Luther, eſq. re elected 
l. Harwey, eſę. died 17 
3. — 5 re- elected 
Eveſham, Morceſterſt ire. 23 Edw. VI. 
r John Ruſhout, bart. re- elected 435 
Seymour, eſq. W. Boughton Rouſe 379 
Charles Rudęe 357 
In the common burgeſſes. 22 Sept. 1669,—600« 
Exeter, Deven. 23 Edw. VI. 
. Walter, eſq. vacated in 
776 
bn Baring, eſq. re- elected 
C. V. Bampfielde, bart. re- elected 
In the freeholders and freemen.— 1 50. 
Eye, Suffolk. 13 Eliz. 
Phillipſon, eſq. re- elected FER" 
Jos, In. St. John Arn. James Skelton, eſq. 
la the inhabitants paying ſcot and lot, —-200, 
Flintſhire. 
Roger Moſtyn, bart. re· elected 
Flint Town... 
t john Glynne, bart. died 
in 1777 
thin Williams, eſg. re. elected 
ln the inhabitants of the boroughs of Flint, Rhydlan,, 
merton, Caerwys, aad Caergurley, paying ſcot and lot; and- 
L** reſolved that the inhabitants of Knolton, and Over- 
n Foreign, have a right to vote in the election of a bur- 
b for parliement for the ſaid town of Flint. 21 May, 1728. 
The inhabitants of the, ſeveral boroughs of Flint, 
Mydlan, Cacrwys, Caergurley, and Overton (including Knol, 
and Overton Foreign) renting lands or tenements for 
lich the landlords thereof only pay ſcot and lot, have a 
B 3 Y right 


— 


— 41 


o * 1 * < ** 8 
rr 
| 


right to vote in the election of a butgeſs for the borough 


Flint. 5 April, 2737,—The ſame have not a right, 0 
March, 1741.—1. | Id 
| | 
LIP Fowey, Cornwall. 13 Eliz, | 
Philip Raſhleigh, eſq. re-elected 7 


Lord Shuldham irre: elected 

In the prince's tenants, who are capable of being portreey 
and ſuch of the inhabitants only as pay ſcot and lot. 
May, 1701,——Prince's tenants, capable of being vortreey 


of Fowey, are ſuch tenants only as have been duly adm 1 
ted upon the court-ralls of the manor, and have done thy 
fealty. 5 March, 1770.— 63. dr 
J. 
+ 4 ; Gatton, Surrey. 29 Hen. Vi. I 
Sir Wm. Mayne, made hi bt, 
election for Cafiterbury 
Robert Scott, eſq. made his Lor 
election for Wooton-Baſſet Sir 
Robert Mayne, eſq. re elected B 
William Adam, eſq. Lord Newhaven 


In the inbatitants, the return made by them being adju 
ged good, was (by the then petitioner) inſiſted to be int 
inhabitants not receiving alms, and in the freeholders hav! 
ſuch freehold in their own occupation. 26 March, 162 
Was (by the then fitting member) inſiſted to be in t 
freeholders, and inhabitants paying ſcot and lot ; and he 
adjudged duly elected. 15 Dec. 1696. 


| St. Germain's, Cornwall. 5 Elis. 
Ben. Langlois, eſq. 
Edward Eliot, eſq. vacated 
In 177 3 . f 
Fobn — eſg. vacated in Edward James Eliot, eſq, 
177 | 2 
Jebn Peachy, eſy. Dudley Long, eſq. 
In the freemen. 50. 


W © "Glamorga | I's 


r 

ANN FACTS Glouc erſbire. 

dir Wm. Guiſe, bart. ig re- elected 
ward South well, eſq. cal- 
led to Houſe of Peers 


in 1776 2 
V. B. Cheſter, eſq+ re- elected, died in 1780 
James Dutton, eſq. : 
y Glouceſter, 23 Edw. I. 
. Charles Barrow, eſq. re-elected 
ei. Aug. Selwyn, eſq. John Webb, eſq. 
m In the freemen.— 2000. 
ch Grampeund. 7 Ed w. VI. ** 
Sit Jof, Vork, K. B. Sir John Ramſden, bart. 
I. A. Neville, eſq. Thomas Lucas, ef. 
la the mayor, recorder, and inhabitants, paying ſcot and 
lt,—59. 


Grantham, Lincolnſhire. Edw.IV. 
Lord George Sutton George Sutton, eſq. 
vir Bro, Cuſt, created Lord 
Brownlow, 1776 | 
Prregrine Cuſt, eſq. Francis Cockayne Cuſt, eſq. 
duly In the freemen of the ſaid borough, not receiving alms or 
harity, 11 Jan. 1710——400» 


Great Grimſby, Lincolnſhire, 


* Joſeph Melliſh, eſq. John Harriſon, eſq, 
; wrelyn Anderſon, eſq. rancis Kyre, eſq. 
Eaft Grinſtead, Sufſex 1 Edw. II. 
Lord G. S. Gin _ ee | 
ir John Irwin, K. B. re- e lected 


It in the inhabitants as well as burgage-holders, and the 
krough is an ancient borough by preſcription, 7 April 
I679.——1s in the burgage-holders only, and not in the 

ge- olders and inhabitants. 9 Feb. 1695.—36. 


Guild d, Surr . 23 Edw. I. 
ir Fletcher ome pn vas . 
beorge Onſlow re · elected 

k only in the freemen and freeholders, paying ſcot and lot, 
dent in the town, 24 April, 1689.—flt was agreed, | 
lat one who had ſerved ſeven years to a freeman, was ipſe. 
Wa freeman, 3 Feb, 1710. 


. ˙— m — RX <w__— <A eEBer oo 
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121 
N Hanf ſpire. 
Sir H. P. St. John, knt. Rob. Thiſtlethwaite, eſg. 


Sir Simon Stuart, bart, died 
in 177 


9 
Ferviiſe Clarke Ferwoiſe, eſ · re- elected 
"Barwi.h, Eſſex. 17 Edw. III. 12 Ja. I. 


ohn Robinſon, eſq. re- elected 
dw. Harvey, eſq. died 1778 
Hon. G. A. North re- elected 


In the mayor, aldermen, and capital burgeſſes, or bead- 
boroughs, reſident within the ſaid borough, 6 April, 1714. 
— 31. 


Haſlemere, Surrey. 27 Eliz. 
T. M. 113 died 


1776 

Peter Burrell, eſq. Sir James Lowther, hart, 
Sir Merrick Burrell, bart. Edward Norton, eſq. 

In the freeholders reſident within the borough 
20 May, 1661, 9 Feb. 1698.——60. By the word free 
bolders is meant only freeholders of meſſuages, lands, or te 
nements, lying within the borough and manor of Haſlemere 
whether the ſame pay rent to the lord of the ſaid boroug 
and manor or not, excluſi ve of any lands or tenements whic 
are, or have been, parcel of the wafte ground of the ſaid bo 
rough and manor, or any meſſuages or buildings which are 
or ſhall be, ſtanding thereon, 25 April, 1755. Petitio 
of Mr. Oglethorpe rejected, for not being ſigned by himſelf 
3 and 4 March, 1713.—Ahe like relating to Wigan. 


. | Haſtings, Suſſex. 42. Edw, III. 
Lord Palmerſton re - elected 
Rt. Hon. C. Jenkinſon John Ord, eſa. 

Is in the mayor, jurats, and freemen reſident, and not re 
ceiving alms. 30 Jan. 1698.—200, 


5 Haver ford we, Pembrokeſhires 
Lord Kenfington 22 — 3 a 
| Agreed to bein the freeholders, burgeſſes, and inhabitant 
paying ſcot and lot, and not receiving alms, 4 July, 175 
| am 5 00, . | ; *% : Hell 


1 


Jo 


L 21 * 


Helfen, Cornwall. 23 Edv. I. k 

; Caermarthen a Peer Philip Yorke, eſq. 
Owen, died oc, Dean, eſq. dead 
„ Cockayne Cuſt, eſg. rd Hyde 
hip Yorke, eſ - Wm. Evelyn, eſq. 
In the mayor and inhabitants at large. 10 Dec. 1660, 

To which the houſe diſagreed. 

Hereford ſpire. 

omas Foley, eſq. a—_— 4 
peer 1776 | 
t George Cornewall, bart. re- elected 
Hen. Themas Harley re- elected 


Hereford City. 23 Edw. I. 

bn Scudamore, eſq. re elected 
r Rich, Symonds, bart. re- elected 

la the citizens and freemen. 1200» 

Hert ord, ire. 

ſn, Plumer, eſq.” 4 — 

bo, Halſey, eſg. re- elected 

on hearing the merits of a former election, it was reſolved, 
at evidence ought not to be admitted to diſqualify an electos 
3 00 freeholder, who at the election ſwore himſelf to be a 

holder. 16 Jan. 1695 ——Reſolution to the contrary, 
wcerning Bedford county. 28 June, 1715. 


Hertford Town, 35 Edw. I. 21 Ja. I. 

in Calvert, eſq. Thomas Dimſdale 286 

Fielde, eſq. William Baker, eſq., 256 

F J. Calvert 241 

li not in ſuch perſons only, as are inhabitants (houſehold- 
n) of the ſaid borough, not receiving alms, and in ſueh 
emen, who, at the time of their freedom granted to them, 

inhabitants of the ſaid borough, or of the pariſhes there- 

; but in all the freemen and inhabitants being houſeholders, 

Zuceiving alms, 27 Jan, 1701,—Is in the inhabitants 
{receiving alms, and in ſuch freemen only as at the time 

their being made free were inhabitants of the ſaid bo- 

gh, or the pariſhes thereof. The number of freemen 

ds out of the borough not exceed ing three perſons. 5 Dec. 


j. 7oo. A 
den, 


L 22 J 
| Heyden, Tork/hire. 23 Edw. I. 1 Edw. VI. 
Beilby Thomſon, eſq.._ - Chriftopher Atkinſon 11 


Rt. Hon. Sir C. Saunders, di- William Chayter 9 
ed in 1775 | x 
Hon. L. T. Watſon B. Thompſon 2 

Is in the burgeſſes. 3 April, 1746. 150. 

. teſbury, Wilts. 27 Hen. VI. . 
Wm. A. Ate, f. ye e F 
Hon. Wm. Gordon William Eden, eſq. made bi 7; 

election for Woodftock. 


526 Francis Burton, eſq. 
Is in the burgage-holders,——5;0, 
Higham Ferrers, Northamptonſhire. 2, 3, Ph. & M. 
Fred. Montagu, eſq. re- elected 
In the mayor, aldermen, burgeſſes, and freemen, bein 
houſholders, and not receiving alms. 28 Jan. 1702.— i100. 
Hindon, Wilts. 27 Hen. VI. 


Henry Dawkins eſq. Lloyd Kenyon, eſa. 18381 
Arch, Macdonald, eſq. Nat. Wm. Wraxall, eſq. 170 
FJ. Saunders Al 

S, Peach I [ 


Is in the inbabitants of houſes within the ſaid borovg 
being houſekeepers and pariſhioners, not receiving alm 
12 April, 1728, | 

+ Honiton, Devon. 28 Edw. I. 4 Edw. II. 16 Ch. I. 
Sir Geo. Vonge, bart. re- elected 
Lawrence Cox, eſq. Alex. Macleod, elq. 25 

f | Lawrence Cox 22 

Is in the inhabitants of the ſaid borough, paying ſcot ar 
lot. 3 Feb. 1710.—-Is in the inhabitants, houſekeepe 
commonly called potwallers, not receiving alms. 18 De 


1724.—450. 


N Suſſex. 23 Edw. I. 


ames Wallace, eſq. re- elected 
t. Hon. Jere. Dyſon, died 
in 1776 | 
Earl of Drogheda Viſcount Lewiſham, made! 
election for Stafforaſhire 
Sir Geo, Oſborne 


Is in all ſuch perſons as have an eſtate of inheritance, 
for liſe, in burgage houſes, or burgage lands, lying with 


the ſaid borough, 16 June, 171 5.——bo, Hani 


1 23 1 


Huntingdonſhire. 
' Vife. Hinchinbroke re- elected 
eil of Ludlow re elected 


Huntingdon. 23 Edw. I. 


2 6: Geo. Wombwell, dart. re- elected, died in 1780 
Hon, Mr. W. A. Montagu Sir Hugh Palliſer 
died in 1775 | 
Ld Mulgrave re elected 
big in the freemen and inhabitants. 200. 
Hythe, Kent, 42 Edw. III. : 
fir Cha. Farnaby, bart. re elected 62 
Vm. Evelyn, efq. re- elected 61 
of — Stevenſon, eſq. 44 
ich, James, eſqs 42 


NY bein the mayor, jurats, common-council, and freemen. 
7 Jan, 1710, 50. 
Ivelc beſter, Somer ſetſhire, 23 Edw. I, 
1 thaniel Webb, eſq. Peregrine Cuſt, eſq. 
1 70. Saluſb, Breretongeſq. Sam, Smith, jun, eſq. 


Alledged to be in the inhabitants of the ſaid town, pay- 
ly (cot and lot, which the town called potwallers. 7 May, 


> 6c. —Agreed to be in the bailiff, capital burgeſſes, and 
bavitants not receiving alms. 28 Jan. 1702. 100, 
Ipfevich, Suffolk. 23 Edw. I. 
| Im. Wollaſton, eſq, Wm. Wollaſton, eſa. 347 
3 bo. Staunton, elq. Tho. Staunton, eſq. 341 
25 Joſ. Grigb 253 
22 W. Middleton 247 
au z in the bailiff, portmen, commonalty, and freemen, not 
per reiring alms. 3 Feb. 1710.—600.—-A reſolution paſſed; 


Wt portmen are an eſſential conſtituent part of the great 
wrt for making freemen of the ſaid borough, without ſome 
which portmen being preſent, the ſaid court cannot be 
31 March, 1714. | 

St. Ives, Cornwall. 5 Mary I, 
wn Drummond, eſq. died 


ena 1779 
Ire billy Dehan, eſq. Abel Smith 
1 Newborough William Praed, eſq. 


3 the inhabitants, paying ſcot and lot. 8 Dec, 170. 
183, | 


Kent, 


t 1 


Hon. Cha. Marſham — 
Tho. . jun eſq. Filmer Hony wood, eſg. 
King's Lyn, Norfolk. 23 Edw. I. 

Hon. Tho. Walpole re · elected 

Criſps Molyneux, eſq. re.elecked 

In the inhabitants paying ſcot and lot. 6co. 
King flon-upon-Hull, Yorkfvire. 23. Edw, II 
Kt. Hon. — —— — % 5 
D. Hartley, eſq. Wa. Wilberforce, eſq. 11 
In the burgeſſes and freemen. 1090, 
J 


— — 5. York e. 
Sir Ant. Tho. Abdy, bart. * wy 


died in 1775 - | 
' Lord E. H. Cavendiſh Viſc. Duncannon 
| 
| 
| 


| 


a 
[ 


| Hon. Rob. Boyle Walſing- 

ham re- elected 

Agreed to be in the burgage-holders. 17 May, 10 
1691.— 50. 


Lancaſhire, 
Lord Stanley; became Earl 
of Derby in 1776 | 
T. Stanley re. elected 
Sir Tho. Egerton, bart. re · elected 
Lancaſter. 23 Edw. I, Edw. VI, 

Sir Geo. Warren, K. B. Wilſon Braddyll, eſq. 
Lord Rich. Cavendiſh Abraham Rawlinſen, eſg 

In the freemen and inhabitante.— 1000. 


Launcęſton, Cornwall. 23 Edw. I. 
Rt. Hon. Hum, ce Lord Cranburn, ſucceeded 


father as Earl of Salih Tb 
John SE: eig in 1780 
Tho. Bowlby, eſg. In. 


In the mayor, aldermen, and freemen, being i -habitz 
at the time they were made free, and not receiving ar 
the pariſh. 17 March, 1724.——The aldermen to be ele 
ed out of the legal freemen. 24 March, 1734. 


- Leiceſterſhire. 
Hon, T. Noel, a Peer, 1774 
Gi Jena P. Hungerford eſq« re- elected laß 
almer, bart. Wm. Pochin, en 15, 


. 25 J 
Leicefler Town. 
Hon, Booth Grey re- elected 

John Darker, eſq. te- elected . 

Agreed to be in the freemen, not receiving alms, and 
in the inhabitants paying ſcot and lot. But perſons living in 
the borough by certificate, not having gained a ſettlement, 
by renting 101. per annum, or ſerving in an annual office, 
re not entitled (by paying ſcot and lot) to vote. 8 Feb. 
1705,—— 1100. — 5 
Leominſter, Heręfordſpire. 23 Edw. I. : 
Lord Viſe, Bateman re elected 357 


J. Hill, eſg. died 1776 
J. 7 ez · R. P. Knight, eſq. 345 
Thomas Mitton 


Cranted to be in the —_ capital burgeſſes, and . 
Utants paying ſcot and lot. 1 April, 1725.— 400. 
Leftard, Cornwall. 23 Edw. I. 
ward Gibbon, eſq. Hon. A. Tollemache 
kimuel Salt, eſq. re- elected 
la the corporation, and ſworn free - burgeſſes.— 1000. 
ithiel, Cormwall. 33 Edw. I. 4 Edw. II. 
Charles Brett, eſq.vacat. 1776 
Thomas Potter, eſq. Tho. De Grey, jun, eſq. 
Li Fairford Hon. John St. John, made 
his election for Newport 
George Johoſtone, eſq. 

h in the mayor, and fix capital burgeſſes, together with the 
ſerenteen aſſiſtants annually choſen, and who had a right to 
"te at the preceding election of a mayor. 20 Dec. 1709. 


Lewes, Suſſex. 23 Edw. I. b 
t Thomas Miller, bart. Hon, Henry Pelham, eſq. 9 
Thomas Hay, eſq. Thomas Kempe, eſq. 91 
: Tbemas Hay, eſę. 76 
ln the inhabitants, being houſholders, paying ſcot and lot. 
May, 173 5.— 400. b 
3 Lime Regis, Dorſet. 23 Edw. I. 
Fane, eſq. died 1777 Henry Harford, eſq. 
Hon. Henry Fane Lionel Darell, jun. eſq. 
Francis Fane, eſq» Hon. Henry Fane 
D. R. Michel, eſq. 
A double return. 
Inſiſted to be in the mayor, burgeſſes and freeholders. 21 
iy, 1689.——Alledged to be in the mayer, capital bur- 
[tiles and freemen, 28 Feb. 19727———50. 
C 


Lie- 


26 
incoln ire. 
Lord Brownlow Bertie, ſuc- 
ceeded Duke of Ancafter | x 
Ch. And. Pelham, eſq. re- elected 
Sir Jobs Thorold, bart. re · elected 
. Lincoln City. 49 Hen. III. 
Lord Viſc. Lumley ir Tho. Clarges, bart, 6 
R. Vyner, jun, eſq. re- elected 6 
Lord Lumley 3 
g 2 Scroope, eſq« 
In the citizens and freemen.—1100. 
Litch eld, Staffordſhire. Edw.I, 
Geo. Anſon, wg 4 gait» 
Thomas Gilbert, eſq. re · elected 
Is in the bailiff, magiſtrates, freeholders of 408. a year, : 
all that hold by burgage-tenure ; and ſuch freemen as are i 
rolled and pay ſcot and lot; and alfo ſuch freemen only 
the taylor's company as are inrolled in the new book of ec 
ſtitutions (and not the old book) have a right to vote. 
May, 1701. Reſolved to be in the bailiffs, magiſtrate 
free holders of 40s. per annum, and all that hold by burg 
tenure; and in ſuch freemen only as are inrolled, payi 
ſcot and lot there, 10 Dec. 1718,——600,. 
Liverpool, Lancaſhire. 23 Edw. I. 
Sir Wm. Meredith, bart. Henry Rawlinſon, eſq. 5 
Rd. Pennant, eſq. Bamb.Gaſcoyne, jun. eſq. 
Richard Pennant, eſy. 4 
Admitted to be in the mayor, bailiffs, and'freemen not 1 
ceiving alms. 5 March, 19729.——D1200, 
London, 49 Hen. III. 


John Sawbridge, eſq. J. Kirkman, eſq. died befqyy® 4 
| ' | the feturn v. C 
Frederick Bull, eſq. re-elected Wer: 
Richard Oliver, eſa. Nath, Newnham, efq. 17 
George Hayley, eſq. re- elected 

George Hayley 40% N. 
J. Kirkman, died before dt 
return 3 by 

Fred. Bull q 

Nath. Newnham 40 

FJ. Sawbridge 29 

J. Sawbridge, eſq. elected 

Nov. 1780, vice ]. Kirkn 


In the livery) ACt of 174 g,-7000, > 


E21. 
Ludlow, Shropſhire. 12 Edw. IV, 
1d Clive - re elected 
xd Viſcount Villiers Fred, Cornwall, elq. 
s in the teſiant common burgeſſes, as well as the twelve 
u twenty-five. 26 Feb. 1661,—500,—lt was re- 
=ved, that the ſons of burgeſſes of Ludlow, and thoſe that 
wry the daughters of burgeſſes, have a right to be made 
meſſes; and that every perſon, having a right to be made 
hurgeſs, ought to demand the fame by petition, ſigned by 
be petitioner, according to the bye-law in 1663, and not 
berwiſe.— 1 March, 1698. 
Lyggerſhall, Wiliſſ ire. 23 Edw. I. 
ud Melburne re- elected 
George Gordon Geo. Aug. Selwyn, eſq. 
k in the freeholders or leaſeholders of the ſaid borough 
terminable upon life or lives. 17 Jan. 1705.—7d. 
| Lymington, Hants. 27 Elis. 
ny Goodrick, eſq. Harry Burrard, eſq. 
rd Morant, eſq. Thomas Dummer, eſq. 
Reſolved to be a corporation by preſcription, and that the 
Hor and burgeſſes only have a right to elect members for 
hament, 29 Dec. 1691. Is not in the mayor, bur- 
ſes, and commonalty, paying ſcot and lot, hut only in the 
aw: and burgeſles, excluſive of the commonalty, paying 
uind lot, 18 Feb. 1695. Is not in the mayor, bur- 
5 and inhabitants, not receiving alms ; but in the mayor 
borgeſſes only. 11 Jan. 1710. 80, 


Moidſiune, Kent, Edw. VI. 2 Elia. 
Hor. Mann re-eleted £53 
0 Cuernſey became Ear] Clement Taylor 399 
 Aylesford in 1777 
n, Cha. Finch Hin. Cha. Finch 362 
Agreed to be in the freemen not receiving alms or charity, 
1701. 8 Dec. 19702. ——709. 

Malden, Effex. 2 Edw. III. 

Id. Sav. Naſtau, dead Eliab Harvey, eſq. 
0 Lrutt, eſq. re- elected 
Fin ſuch freemen as do not receive alms, and are entitled 
freedom by birth, marriage or ſervitude z and that perſons 
"ng their right of freedom from honorary ſreemen, and 
0 claiming their freedom by purchaſe, and exercifing 
2592 the borough, have no right to vote. 20 May, 


C a E Malm- 


a 2 
wap i its. 24 Edw. I, 


William Strahan, eſq. Viſc. Lewiſham, made h 
Hon. Charles James Fox election for Staffordſhire 
| 55 Calvert, jun, eſq. 1 
iſc. Fairferd 


Agreed to be in the aldermen and twelve capital burgeſſi 
F ; Mahon, Yorkſhire. 23 Edw. I. 16 Car. 
Edmund Burke, eſq. made his | 
L election for Briſtol 
| Wim. We:ddel, eig. re-elected 
Savile Finch, e.. re · elected, vacated in 1780 
; Edmund Burke, eſq. 
In the burgage holders. ——1 oo. | 
Marlborough, Wilts. 23 Edw. I. 
Hon. James Brudenell Earl of Courtown 
Sir J. Tylney Long, bart. William Woodley, eſq. 
Is in the mayor and burgeſſes only. 13 May, 177 1,21, 


Mar lav, Bucks. 28 Edw. I. 21 Ja. I. 


Wm. Clayton, eſq. re- elected 

Sit J. B. Warren re- elected 
Paul Benfield, eſq. 
Is in the inhabitants only, who pay ſcot and lot. 21 
1690, 216. 
St. Man's, Cornoall. 5 Eliz. 
Lord Nugent | | re- elected 
Hugh Boſcawen, eſq. re- elected 


la the mayor and reſident burgeſſes.— 31. 
St. Michael's, Cornwall. 7 Edw. VI. 
James Scawen, eſq. made his 
election for Surry 
T. Howard, eſq. ſueceeded 
Earl of Suffolk in 1779 
Francis Hale, eſq. | re- elected 
Jobn Stepbenſon, «ſq. Hon. Wm. Hanger. 
In the portreeve, and lords of the manor who are © 
ol being portreeves, and the inhabitants of the ſaid bor 
paying ſcot and lot. 20 March, 1700.—26. 
Miericnethiſbire. 
John Pugh Price, eſq. died 
in 1774 | 
Ev. Llizd Vaughan, eſy. re · elected 
8 a : : H. Ar, Corbett, 7 
5 


[ 29 J . 


Midburff Su *. 4 Edw. T. 
dt n 

his election for Cardiff 

Cle. Tudway, eſq. made his 


=” 


election for Wells 
ein. H. S. Conway Hon. John St. John, made 
Juba Ord, , his election for Newport 
Sir Sampſon Gideon 
Henry Drummond, eſq. 
la the burgage holders.——-109. 
Middleſex. 
734 * Glyn, eſq. died in 1779 | 
tomas Wood, eſq. | George Byng, eſq. 
Ihn Wilkes, eſq. re- elected 
Milbourn Port, Somerſetfhire. 26 Edw. I. 
Hon, T. Luttrell H. Medlycott, .eſq. 62 
* WC. wolſeley, eſq. obn Townſon, eſq. 55 
1. en. T. Luttrell 44 
. Hunter 36 


Is only in the capital bailifts and their deputies, in the 
ummonalty, ſtewards, and the inhabitants paying ſcot and 
bt, 8 Dec. 1702. 

' Minehead, Samer ſetſpire. 1 Eliz. 

N. Tow. Luttrell, eſq. va- 

ated in 1774 

Its Peunall, eſſ. Fran. Fow. Luttrell, eſq. 
Jn. Fow, Lotrall, eſq · re- ele cted 

kinthe pariſhioners of Minehead and Dunſter, being houſe- 
Keepers in the borough of Minehead, and not receiving alms. 
u Feb. 1717.---160,—The precept to be directed to the two 
taſtables, and they to make the return, 13 June, 1717. 


Monmouthſrire. 
lohn Morgan, eſq. re- elected 
Jaka Hanbury, eſq re- elected 
Monmouth Town. Hen. VIII. 
5 Stepney, bart. re- elected 
oth not belong to the burgeſſes and inhabitants of Mon- 
douth only, but the inhabitants of the borough of Newport 
nd Aſke have a right to vote. 26 Nov. 1680. Soc. 


8 ire. 
N 


my 


in.Kynaſlon,eſy. died 1772 Moſt. Owen, eq. 700 
tin Williams, . atk. Williams, eſq» 024 
C 3 Dontge- 


1 30 J 


N Montgemer y Town» 
Whitſhed Keene, eſq. re-elected 
Is in the burgeſſes of the ſaid town only. 80. A 
Morpeth, Northumberland. 1 Mary. Ri 
Peter Delme, eſq. re- elected 


Hon. Wm. Byron, died 1776 
E. Elliot, eſg. vacated 1777 
J. V. Egerton, eſq. Anthony Storer, eſq. 
Is only in the bailiffs and free burgeſles of the ſaid be 
rough, 9 March, 1695. 200. 
Newark, Nottingham. 24 Car, II. 


Sir Henry Clinton re- elected 560 
George Sutton, eſq. Lord George Sutton MW. ! 
| Robert Forſter, «ſq. 49 * 


Fs in the mayor, aldermen, and inhabitants within th 
borough, who pay, or ought to pay, ſcot and lot, 111 
Nerocaſle-under- Line, Staffordſhire» 27 Edw. III. 
Lord Viſcount Chewton - Arch. Macdonald, eſq. 
Sir John Wrotteſley, batt, 
died 1778 
Viſc. Trentham re elected 
(Before the charter) in the may or, bailiffs, and comme 
council ; and it was reſolved, that the late conſtitution: 
tered not the former cuſtom. 9 April, 1624.—Agreed 
bein the mayor, burgeſſes, and freemen, reſident within 
borough. 27 Feb. 1705,—- 500. | 
Newcafile-upon-Tyne, Northumberland, 13 Edw. J. 
Sir W. Blacket, died 1777 


Sit M. W. Ridley, bart. re- elected | 
Sir J. Trevelyan, bart. And. Rob. Bowes 
. Themas Delaval 


In the corporation and free burgeſſes. _—2 500. 


New ort, Cormwall. 7 Ed w. VI.” 
Rt. Hon. Hum. Morice made 


his election for Launceſton g 5 
= Frederick, I Viſc. Maitland &. 1 
ich. Bull, eſq. | John Coghill, eſq. 


Two vianders, with inhabitants paying ſcot and lot,-0Z 
=» MNewpur, Hants. 23 Edw. I. 
Sir Rd, Worfley, bart. re- elected 
Hans Sloane, eſq. Hon. Jebn St. John 


The mayor, 11 aldermen, and 1z burgeſes; in —_ 


4. 
* 


[ 31 ] 
Newton, Lancaſhire. 1 Eliz. 4 

Ant. James Keck, eſq. Thomas Peter Leigh, eſq. 
Robert Atherton, eſq, Thomas Davenport, eſq. 

In the free burgeſſes. 60. 

Newton, Hants, 27 Elia. 

vir In. Barrington, bart. va- 

cated, 1775 
Li. Meux Worſley, eſg. re- elected 
Harcourt Powell, eſg. vas 

cated 177 5 N a 
(borles Ambler, eſg. P) ohn Barrington, eſq. 

In the mayor and burgeſſes of the ſaid borough, having bo- 
mugh lands within the ſaid borough, 22 April, 1729.— 12. 

Nor ff olk. 

Sit Edw, Aſtley, bart. re- elected 
—__ Coke, eſq. died in 

177 
Tho, Wm. Coke, eſq. re- elected 

Nertballerton, Yorkſhire. 26 Edw. I. 16 Car. I. 
Daiel Laſcelles, eſq. re- elected, vacated in 1780 
Edwin Laſcelles, eſq. 

Henry Pierſe, eſq. | re · elected 

In the burgage- holders. — 180. 


Northamptonſhire. 
ey Knightley, eſq. re - elected 
Thomas Powys, eſq · re · elected 


a Northampton Town. , 2+ Edw. I. 
pit G. Robinſon, bart. Viſc. Althorpe 
Jon, W. Tollemache George Rodney, eſq« 

In the inhabitants being houſholders, and no: receiving 
um; and the ſharing. in the charitable gift diſtributed at 
Uriſtmas, is a taking of alms. 26 April, 1665.——$00, 


Nertbumberland. 
Lord Algern. Percy re- elected 
* W. Middleton, bart. re- elected 

Norwich City. 23 Edw. 1 
it Herb. Harbord, bt. re- elected 
Lund Bacon, eſg, - re- elected 
rus Fobn Thur A 
W. Windbam 
lathe freeholders, and ſuch fr emen only, a4 are entered 
in 


A 4 32 1 


in the books, and do not receive alms. 12 March, 170 


— 100. | 
; Nottinghamſhire. | 
The Earl of Lincoln died in | 

1778 
Hon. T, Willoughby a peer, 

1774 f 
Lord Edw. Bentinch re-eleted - ] 
Cha. Meadows, eſq« re · elected c 

| 
Nattingbam, Town of F 


Hon. Wm. Howe ; 
Sir C. Sedley, bt. died 1778 Robert Smith, eſq. 57 
Abel Smith, eſq. died 1779 Dan. Parker Coke, efq. 3/4 
Robert 1 eſq. J. Cartwright, eq. T bh 
Agreed to be in the mayor, freemen, and freehglders 
408. per annum. It was alſo agreed, that the eldeſt ſo H 
of freemen by their birth, the youngeſt ſons of freeme 
who have ſerved ſeven years apprenticeſhip, whether in No 
tingham, or elſewhere; and alfo ſuch perſons as ſerved a 
prenticeſhip to any freemen of Nottingham, were well e 
titled to demand their freedom. 10 June, 1701,—1804 
Oalbampten. 28 Ed w. J. 7 Ed w. II. 16 Car. I, 


Rich, Vernon. eſq. re- elected 1 
Alex. Wedderburne, eſq. va- 
cated in 1778, now Lord 
Loughborough 
Humphry Minchin, eſq. re- elected ns 
| Charles Philip Jennings, i 1. 
Rich. Heawifide, ejq. | If 
In the freeholders, and freemen, being made free accord 10 7 
to the charter and bye-laws of the ſaid borough, 24 Fe * 
171 . 
Orford, Suffolk. 23 Edw. I, 00 
Lord Viſc. Beauchamp re- elected * | 
Hon. R. Seymour Conway re-elected yy 
In the mayor, portmen, eapital burgeſſes, and freemen , 
receiving alms. 10 Feb. 1669. 29 Jan. 1708,—50 oY 
0 ord ire. 
Re. Hon. Lord 44 * — 
Rt. Hon. Lord Viſcount Wen- 18 


Orf 


1 33 ] 
Oxford 23 Edw. I. 
Non. Peregrine — 4 Oy. —_ lected 
lard Robert Spencer re- elected 
Berj. Bond Hop lin, c. 
[s ſtated to be in the mayor, 15 more, called the — 
rates, and common council, making in all 48.— 19 Febs 


18 2c. 

J Oxford Univerſity. Fx I. . 
fr R. Newdigate, bart. %ir m. Dolben, bart, 
Francis Page, eſq. re- elected — a 

In the doctors and aQual maſters. 4 50. 0 


Pembrokeſhire. 
High Owen, eſq. re · elected 
, Pembroke, Town 4 n 
Hogh Owen, eſag. re - elected 1089 
Lord Milford 912 
In the mayor, bailiffs, and burgeſſes of the ſeveral boroughs 
of Pembroke, Tenby, and Whiſton. 23 Feb. 1711.--- 500» 


Penryn, Cornwall. 7 Edw. VI. 


Sir G. Oſborne, bart. Sir F. Baſſet, bart. 118 
Wm, Chaytor, eſq. 4 Rogers, eſq. 101 
Cbayto r 82 


P. — 
ja the mayor, portree ve, aldermen, and inhabitants pay- 
ing ſcot and lot. — 140. 
Peterborough City. 1 Edw. VI. 


Mat. Wyldbore, eſq. James Phipps, eſq. 
ai ch. Benyon, eſq. re- elected 
r Asreed to be in the inhabitants paying ſcot and lot. 16 


June, 1701,—The execution and return of the precept was 
reſolved to be in the bailiff appointed by the dean and 
chapter, 9 April 1928.——The right of electing burgeſſes 
to parliament was reſolved to be in the inhabitants within 
the precincts of the minſter there, being houſholders-not re- 
eeiving alms; and in the other inhabitants within the city, 
paying ſcot and lot. 13 May, 1728..——400. 
| Petersfield, Hants. 25 Edw. I. 
Vm. Jolliffe, eſqg, re-elected 
vir Abra. Hume, bart. Samuel Jalliffe, eſq. 
Is in the freeholders of lands, or ancient dwelling-houſes 
Al © hambles, or dwelling-houles or ſhambles built upon an- 
cient 


1 


* # 


1 


vi 


| 


cient foundations, within the ſaid borough. 9 May, 2727 
150. 


Plympton, Devonſbire, 23 Edw. I. 
Paul Henry 4 eſq. ow $6 
.cated 177g 
obn Durand, eſq- 
ir R. Phillips, bart. now 
Ld. Milford, vacated 1779 Viſcount Cranburn,ſucceede 
his father as Earl of Sali 
bury in 1780 
f Hon. James Stuart 
Villiam Fullarton, eſ. Sir Ralph Payne 
In the mayor, bailiff, and freemen, and in che ſons e 
freemen, who have a right to demand their freedom, x 
Jan. 1702,—200. | 


Plymouth, Devonſhire. 26 Edw. I. 20 Hen, VI. 
Viſc. Barrington, vacated in | 


1778 Inc 
Lord Lewiſham Sir F. L. Rogers, bart. 16 
Sir Cha. Hardy, died 1780 George Darby 12 
FJ. Culme 70 

Sir G. B. Rodney 2 4 


In the mayor and commonalty, 9 June, 1660,—500. 
Reſolved, that the word commona/ty above mentioned, ex 
tends anly to the freemen of the ſaid borough. 17 Jan. 1739 


Pontefract, Yorkſhire, 23, 26 Edw. I. la. I. 
| Str ]. "too there Vic. Galway J 

| Charles Melliſh, eſq. Wm. Nedham, eſq. 

| Ovght to be by the inhabitants (houſholders) reſiant there 
28 May, 1624.—ls in the perſons having, within the faic 
borough, a freehold of burgage tenure, paying a burgage rest 
6. Feb. 1770. 150. 


Poole, 8 36 Edw. III. 31 Hen. VI. 
Sir Eyre Coote, K. B. Joſeph Gilſtone, eſq. 
Joſnua Mauger, eſq. illiam Morton Pitt, eſq. Jl 
| ofona Manger, e. *. 
- 8 oh Adams, «ſq. 
In the out-burgeſſes as well as in · burgeſſes. 15 June, 1661 
— 100.Reſolved by the committee to be in the mayor, bur 


geſſes and commonality, who pay ſcot and lot. 9 Feb- 1688 
— To which the bouſe diſagreed, 


Por tſmouth 


ws 3h 
Hants, Edw. I. 
r 


created a Peer in 1776 
11 Sackling, e 2 died 


I 

Ju, K. Monckton re - elected 32 

ter Taylor, eſq died 1777 

ir Wm. Cordon, K. B. re- elected 20 
Sir H. Featherflmbaugh 11 

In the mayor, aldermen and burgeſſes. 24 Jan. 1695, 

Preſton, Lancaſbire. 23 Edw. I. Edw. VI. 

& H, Hogh ton, bart. re elected 487 

in Burgoy ne, eſq. re-elected „ 

— Fenton 208 

kin all the inhabitants, 18 Dec. 1661.—600. 

I was determined that the words, all the inbabitants, did not 

dean only the in- burgeſſes of the laſt guild, or thoſe admitted 

ce by copy of churt · roll, as are inhabitants of the ſaid place, 


1am the inhabitants at large. 29 Nov. 1770. 
12 
: ween b, Kent. 13 Elis. 

Ir C. Frederick .. re-elected 
V. Rawlinſon, kt. re- elected 
ex My ii the mayor, jorats and bailiffy only. 17 April, 172g, 

70, 

n Radnor ſhire. 

itomas Joh nes, eſq. re-elected 

New Radnor. 

here ward Lewis, eſq. Edward Lewis, eſq. 
| ſaid John Lewis, eſq. 
reat A double return. 


la the burgeſſes of Radnor, Ryader, Knighton, Kauck- 
and Kevenlice only. 12 Nov. 1 600. 


Readi 7 Berk re. 23 Ed w. I. ; 
dn Dodd, eſq. * fi re - elected AS 
„ Aneſley, eſq. te · elected 350 
Hen. T. Luttrell 199 
In the freemen and inhabitants, ſuch freemen not recei- 
bur alms, and ſuch inhabitants paying ſcot and lot. 2 Dec. 
1633 —l1s in the inhabitants only, paying ſcot and lat, 
May, 17 16.— 560. 
Eft 


e 
Wa e Nottinghamftire. 9 Edw. II. 


Sir Cecil 


| Wharton Amcotts, eſg, WK 
Lord T. P. Clinton, made his 
election for Weſtminſter 
Hon. Wm. Hanger, vacate 
1778 ba g 
Lord J. P. Clints re-. elected 1 


The younger ſons of freemen have not a right to dem 
their freedom of the ſaid borough, * 17 March, 1701, 
In the burgeſſes, refident and non-refident, 15 April, x7 
——Perſons not inhabiting in the ſaid borough, are inc 
ble of being made free by redemption z and the ſons off 
men have a right of freedom. 28 Nov. 1702.——Is in ſ 
freemen only as have a right to their freedom by birth, 
eldeſt ſons of freemen, or by ſerving ſeven years apyren 
ſhip, or have it by redemption, whether inhabiting or 
inhabiting in the borough at the time of their being u 
free. 17 Jan. 4705. Reſolved to be in ſuch freer 
only as have a right to Weir freedom by birth, as eldeſt { 
of freemen, or by ſerving ſeven years apprenticeſhip, or 
it by redemption, inhabiting in the ſaid borough at the 
of their being made free. 11 Jan. 1710.1 50, 


| Richmond, Yorkſhire. 19 Eliz, 
Sir Lawrence Dundas, bart. re- elected 

made his election for Edin- 

burgh 
William Norton, eſq. 
Thomas Dundas, eſq. made 

his election for Stirling» 

ſhire 
Ebarles Dundas, eſq. Marquis of Graham 

In ſuch perſons only as are owners of ancient burg?g! 
the ſaid borough, having a right of paſture in a com 
field, called Whitcliff paſture, 9 March, 1727. 270. 


f Ripon, Yorkfhire. 23 Ed w. I. 
Wm. Aiſlabie, eſq. re- elected 


Charles Allanſon, eſq. died 7 
s : rh 
William Lawrence, eſq. Hon, Frederick Robinſoſ r 


Is the Inhabitants, 200. 
" | Rack 


” 7 — 
—— 5 Edw. I. 
xge Finch Hatton, eſq. re-elected 33 


dert Gregory, eſq, re-elected 


N. Smith 
In the citizens, —$00. 
New Romney, Kent. 42 Bdw, III. 
Edward Dering, bart. re- elected 
chard Jack ſon, eſq. re- elected 
In the mayor, 5 jurats, and 26 freemen.— 36. 
Rutlandſhire. : 
mas Noel, eſq. re- elected 
age B. Brudenell, eſq. re- elected 


. Rye, Suſſex, | 42 Edw. III. 
, Onſlow, eſq. vacated in 
775 
In, T. Onſlow re- elected 
oſe Fuller, eſq. died 1777 
lam Dickenſon, eſq. re- elected 
lsin the mayor, jurats and freemen, inhabiting in the ſaid - 
t, and paying ſcot and lot. 19 Dec. 1702.--109, 
Ryegate, Surrey. 23 Edw. I. 


e. John Yorke re-elected 
ir Charles Cocks re- elected 
In the r 4 | 
| alop, or Shropſhire. 
& Hill, eſq. 1 — 
les Baldwyn, eſa. Richard Hill, eſq, 
Saltaſh, Cornoall. Edw. VI. 
it Grey Cooper, bart. re- elected 
omas Bradſhaw, eſq. died 6 
1778 
nry Starchey, eſge Charles Jenkinſon, eſq. 
1 P ts Sir — bart. 
com Jebn Buller, Jun, 


ln the mayor, recorder, ſix aldermen, and twenty freehel- 


Sandwich, Kent. 42 Edw. III. 
In. Hey, eſq. vacated in Philip Stephens, eſa. 477 
1776 Sir Rich. Sutton, bart, 366 
re Brett, %. C. Brett 302 
alip Stephen, eſq. - 
la the freemen reſiant, and non - reſiant, except "thoſe 
WW teteive alm. oo. 

Net 


New Sarum, L. . 23 Edw, I, 


Viſcount Folkeſtone, Earl of ; 
 *Radnorin 1776. | 
Hin. . Bouverie re- elected 
Wm. Huſſey, eſꝗ | re-elected 


Is in theſele& number, i. e. the mayor and eorporation 
'conliſting of 56 perſons, 1 April, 1689. 

| Old Sarum, Wilts. 23 Edw. I. 

Thomas Pitt, eſq. re- elected 

Pink. Wilkinſon, eſq. re- elected 

In the freeholders, being burgage-holders of the ſaid bo 

rough. 14 Nov. 1638.——7, 

| Scarborowgh, Yorkſhire, 23 Edw. III. 
Sir Hugh Palliſer, _— Va- 


cated in 1779 l 
Hon. Charles Phipps, ſe. re- elected 
Earl of Tyrconnel re- elected 
Sea ford, Su ſſex . 42 Ed w. III. * 
Lard Viſc. Gage bn Durand, eſq. te 
George Medley, eſg. hn Robinſon, eſq, 2; 
Fobn Maleſworth 1 8 
| George Medley 7 
i Mr. Robinſon made his elec. 
| tion for Harwich Ny 
C. D'Oyley elect. in his roo 
Is not only in the bailiffe, jurors, and freemen, but ii 
the popularity alſo. 10 Feb. 1670. . * 
Sbafte „Dor ſetſbire. 23 Edw. I. 
Hon. Wm. . — yg 9 Sir G. Rum bold, bart, fr ] 
George Rous, eſq. Francis Sykes, elg. . & \ 
| Hans Wintrep Mortimer, A. 
Sir Gee. Collier 1 
Not only in the mayor and burgeſſes, but in the inhab * 
tants paying ſeot and lot. 29 Feb. 1695.30. "$6 
Shoreham, Suſſex. 23 Edw. J. 
Sir John Shelley, bart. Sir Cecil Blsſhopp, bart. 
Charles Goring, eſq. John Peachey, efq. In 
All the freetiolders of 405. per annum in the rape er hui 0 
dred of Bramber, in which Shoreham is ſituated, have a rig 5 
w vote. Act of 1771. — 1500. ho 


Shrew, 14 Shr fe 3 Edw. 1, 
Rt. Hon. Lord C ive, died 255 5 


obn Corbet, efq. Sir Charle, Leighton, bar., : 
iam Pulteney, eſq. te- elected. 


Fy 


In the burgeſſes inhabiting in the ſaid borough, or in the 
&burbs thereof, paying ſcot and lot, and not receiving alms 
ir charity» 20 Dec, 1709. 9 April, 1723,—Is in the- 
mzyor, aldermen, and burgeſſes. 27 May, 1714.— 500. 
N. B. Several pariſhes and villages were voted to be 
10 part of the ancient borough or ſuburbs, 9 April, 272g. I 


on 


| Somerſetſbire. - 
Rich, Hip. Coxe, efq. re- elected 
Edward Philips, eſg. Sir John Trevelyan, bart. 
Southampton Town, 23 Edw. I. | 
u. Hon, Hans Stanley, died — 
1780, 
tn Fuller, eſ. re- elected 264 
fa Fleming, eſq» Hans Sloane, eſq.. 249 


. obs Flemin 237 
In the burgeſſes and inhabitants, 31 * 1689.— 
Reſolved, that the out-living burgeſſes, as well as the bur - 
peſſes (inhabitants) paying ſcot and lot, had a right to vote. 
17 March, 169 5.——400,——Mayor and bailiffs are the 
turning officers. April 3 1735. 
Southwark, Borough of. 23 Edw. I. 
Reyry Thrale, eſq. Sir Rich. Hothamy kt. 1300 
Nu. Polhill, eſq. ä re- elected 1138 
Hen. Thrale 855 
I; only in the iahabitants paying ſcot and lot. 10 Nov 
702.— 1500. F 


Staffordſhire. 
ir John Wrotteſley, bart. re- elected 
ur Wm. Bagot, bart. Viſcount Lewiſham 
_ : Stafford Town. 23 Edw. I. 
WI ch. Whitworth, eſq · Hon. Edw. Monckton 258 
Hugo Meynell, eſqs Rich, Brinſley Sheridan, 247 
Rich. Whitworth 168 
Drummend ; 


In the mayor, aldermen, and burgeſſes reſiant within the 
Wough, 27 Nov. 1722.—400. 
, Stamford, Lincolnſhire. 23 Ed w. I. 
ir Geo, Howard, K. B. re. elected 
Renty Cecil, eſq. re- elected 
I In che inhabitants paying ſcot and lot, and not recei- 
Wy alms, or public charities. 28 March, 173 5,--500- 
D 2. | Steynin 


. 


1 
Steyning, Suſſex. 4 Edw. II. 


Tb. Bd, Freeman, eq, sir T. G. Shipwith, bart, . 
Film. Hony wood, eſq. re · elected, made his electidi 
a for Kent 
John Bullock, eſq, 


Agreed to be in the inhabitants paying -ſcot and lot, ay 
| aot receiving alms, 10 April, 1701.—Agreed to be 
S the conſtables and houſholders (inhabitants) within the be 

rough, paying ſcot and lot, and not receiving alms, 1 
Feb. 1710.— 80. | 

Stockbridge, Hants. 1 Eliz, 
Lord Irnham 


Hon, John Luttrell, vacated re-elected 
in 1775 | | 
Hon. Fa. Luttrell re- elected 
a 1 R. Mayne 
Sir 2 ghby Alon 


3 the inhabitants paying ſcot and lot.——70, 
| Sudbury, Suffelk. 1 Eliz. 


Sir Patrick Blake, bart; re- elected 
Sir Wal. Hanmer, bart. P. C. Creſpigny, eſq, 
Sir James Marriott 
# Jebn Henniker, eſe ' 
Only in the ſons of freemen born after their {ther we 


made free, and in ſuch as have ſerved ſeven years appre! 
tieeſhip, or made freemen by redemption, 6 Dec. 1703. 


Suffolk. 
Rowland Holt, eſq. Bir John Rous, bart. 
Sir T. C. Bunbury, bart. re · elected 
8 Surrey. 
Sir F. Vincent, bt. died 1775 Sir J. Mawbey 24 
I. Scawen, eſq. Hon. Auguſtus Keppel 21 
Sir J. Marobey, bart. p Hon. T. Onflew 150 
uſſex- 
Lord Geo, H, Lennox ie 
Sir T. S. Wilſon Hon. T. Pelham, eſq 


ä Tamworth, Staffordſhire. © 5 Elis. 
Edw. Thurlow, eſq. Lord 
Chancellor 1778 


Anthony Chamier, eſq. | re-eleted, died in 1780 
T. De Grey, jun. eig. ohn Calvert, eſq. 
' ohn Courtney, eſq. 


In the inhabitants paying ſeot and lot, and in ſuch perſo 
as have freeholds within the borough, whether refideat 


| 
* | 
: 
i 
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the borough, or not. 17 March, 1698.— 14 the inhabis 
ants, being houſholders, paying ſcot and lot, and not recei.. 
ting alms. 23 Jan. 1722—2 50. 
Taviftock, Devonſhire. 23 Edw. I. 
u. Hon, Richard Rigby re- elected 
Hon, R. Fitzpatrick re- elected | 
In the freeholders of inheritance in poſſeſſion, inhabiting- | 
within the ſaid borough, 13 March, 1695. 4 Feb. 1696. 19 
ſan, 1702.— 110. g , 
Taunton, Comer ſetſhire, 27 Edw. * 
ex. Popham, eſq. John Roberts, eſq. 
ſobn Halliday, eſq. re- elected ö 
ln the inhabitants within the ſaid borough, being potwal- 
m, and not receiving alms or charity, 28 July, 1715, 
Ie. 


— 


Tewheſeury, Gl:uceſterſhire. 12 James I. 


Mr W. Codrington, bart. re - elected C 
ofeph Martin, eſq. died in 

1776 

Janes Martin, eſq. re-eleted 


Ia the inhabitants paying ſcot and lot,;00, 
Thetford, Norfolk. 1 Edw. VI. 

on, Ch. Fitzroy Richard Hopkins, eſq, 

. Scudamore, eſq. re elected 

lu the mayor, burge ſſes (which are ten) and in the com- 

donalty, or c mmon council, (which are twenty) amount- 

; n the whole to thirty-one. 7 June, 1685, 

 Thirſke, Yorkſhire. 23 Edw. III. Edw. VI. 

T. Frankland, bart, Sir Tho. Gaſcoigne, bart. 

Frankland, etq. Beilby Thompſon, eſq,. 

ln the burgage-holders of Old Thirſke, 

Tiverton, Devenſpire. James L 

t, Rider, eſq. Lord Har- | 

by in 1776 

r Wilmot, eſqe. re- elected 

* John Duntz, bart. re- elected | 

the mayor, recorder, burgeſſes, and aſſi ſtants.—2 6. 

ay Totreſs, Devonſhire, 23 Edw. I. 

wg Jennings Clerke, re-eleRed' 

at, 

mes Amyatt, eſq. Launcelot Brown, eſq. 

la the freemen not inhabiting, as well as freemen inha- 

ng within the ſaid borough. 4 Mar, 169 5.137. 
D 3 Tegen, 


MNuarch, 1695.——100. 


N 
Tregeny, Cornwall, Ed w. I. 5 Eliz. 
Hon. G. L. Parker ohn Stephenſon, eſq. 
Sir Alexander Leith, bart. ohn "Jawcs, eſq. 


Agreed to be in all the inhabitants that provide for the 
ſelves, whether they live under the ſame roof or not, 


; Truro, Cornewall.. 23 Edward J. pet 
George Boſcawen, eſq. Henry Roſewarne 10 
Bamber Ga ſcoyne, eſq. re- elected tr, 


In the mayor and ſele& number of burgeſſes, 21 Ma 

2689, ——26. 5 

| Malling ford, Berkſhire. 23 Edw. I. 

Sir Robert Barker, knt. John Aubrey, eſq. 
ohn Cator, eſq. Chaloner Arcedeck ne, eſq 

In the mayor, aldermen, bailiffs, and eighteen aſſiſtant 
together with the inhabitants of the ſaid borough, paying ſc 
and lot, and not receiving alms. 15 Dec. 1709,——1 ;0, 

Wareham, Dorſetſhire. 30 Edw. I. 
Right Hon. William Gerard Thomas Farrer, eſq. 

Hamilton 
Chriſt, Doyley, eſq. John Boyd, eſq. 

In the mayor, magiſtrates, and freeholders, and all thatp 
ſcot and lot. 25 June, 1661. Is only in the mayor a 
magiſtrates of the ſaid borough as pay ſcot and lot, and int 
freeholders of lands or tenements there, who have been, 6: 
fade, to their own uſe, in the actual occupation, or in the 
ceipts of the rents and profits of ſuch lands or tenements, f 
the ſpace of one whole year next before the election, exc 
the ſame came to ſuch freeholders by deſcent, deviſe, m: 
riage, marriage-ſeftlement, or promotion to ſome benefice 
the church. 19 Jan. 1747.——150. 

| Warwickfpire. 
Sir Charles Holt, bart, ir Robert Lawley, bart. 
T. George Shipwith, eſq. Sir George Shyckburg, © 
Warwick Town. 23 Edw. I. 
Hog. Char. Fra. Greville re- elected 2 
Hon. Rob. Fulke Greville Robert Ladbroke, eq, 2 
1 Hon. R. Greville 1 
In che commonalty of the ſaid town. 3 May, 1628. 
Is in ſuch perſons only as do pay to church and poor int 


ſaid borough, 31 Jan. 2.500. = 
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. . ella City. 23 Ed w. 1. 
Clement Tud way, eſq. Clement Tudway 126 
Pobert Child, eſq. | Robert Child 105 

G. Lowell | 82 
Is in the mayor, maſters, and burgeſſes of the ſaid city. 18 
Feb. 169 5.—— V. B. The bye-law of 1712, for inflicting 
xnalties on the mayor and burgeſſes, declared to be arbitrary 
nd illegal. 30 May, 1716.—Reſolved to be in the may- 
x, maſters, and burgeſſes, and in ſuch perſons as are 
anſent of the mayor and common-council) admitted to their 
freedom in any of the ſeven trading companies, on account 
f birth, ſervitude, or marriage. 2 May, 1723. The 
bne reſolution. 18 April, 1729,.ÞD0D0The ſame again. 11 
March, 1734.— 500. | 
Wendover, Bucks. 28 Edw. I. 21 Ja. I. 
chan Adams eſq. made his 
election for Caermarthen 
lay Drummond, eſq. Richard Smith, eſq.,. ' 
ofeph Bullock, eſq. vacated 
Inc Dummer, eſg, - John Manſell Smith, eſq.. 
a ir Jobn Elliot 


la 


tp 9 Richard Heaviſide, eſq. 

ra Azreed to be in the inhabitants (houſekeepers within the 
n igh) not receiving alms. But perſons coming by cer- 
ce to live in the borough have not a right to vote. 21. 


*. 1702.— 160. | 
Wenlock, Shropſhire. Edw, IM. 
H. Bridgman, bart, re-elected 


mW". Foreſter, eſq. Tho Whitmore, eſq. made 
ice his election for Bridgnorth. 
George Forreſter, eſq. 


lu the burgeſſes. 100. 
Weobley, Hereferd/ſhire« 23 Edw. I. 16 Car. I. 

Leger Douglas, eſq. re-elected - 

irWm.Lynch, K. B vacated 

1780 

Wrew Bayntun, eſq. re- elected 

Aereed to be in the inhabitants of houſes. of 208. per ann. 

Hug ſcot and lot. 13 Jan. 1698. Reſolved to be in 

in WF ahabitants of the ancient vote-houſes of 208, per ann, 

ne and upwards, reſiding in the ſaid houſes forty days be- 
Wag the dey of election, and paying ſect and lot; and alfo = 


the owners of ſuch ancient vote-heuſes, paying ſcot and | 
who ſhall be reſident in ſuch houſes at the time of the ele 
tion, 3 March, 1736.——85. 
| Weftbury, Wilts: 27 Hen. VI, 
N. Bayly, eſq; vacated 1779. 
Sam. Eftwick, eſq. re. elected | 
Hon. T. F. Wenman John Whalley Gardiner, ef 
Reſolved that the tenants of burgage-houſes, by leaſe 
years abſolute, have a right to vote, x Dec, 1902,—lx 
every tenant of any burgage tenement in fee, for life, or nin 
ty nine years, determinable upon lives, or by copy of cout 
roll, paying a burgage-rent of 4d. or 2d y-arly, being re 
dent in the borough, and not receiving alms. 1 June, 171 


— 50. 
Weftloo, Cornwall. Edw. VI. 
Wm. James, eſq. re- elected 
G. Ogilvy, eſq. vacated 1775 
Jobn Rogers, eſg. John Buller, eſq. 
In the mayor, aldermen, burgeſſes, and freemen.—;1, 
| Weftminſfter City. 1 Edw. VI. 
Earl Percy, baron Percy 1776 
Lord Peterſham, a peer in 1779 
Lord Malden Hon. Cha. James Fox 48 
Lord T. P. Clinton Sir G. B. Rodney, bart. 5 
Lord Lincoln 42 
Inhabitants paying feot and lot. The King's menial ſe 
vants, having no proper houſes of their own in Weſtmi 
ſer, have no right to vote. 15 Nov. 1680.—11, ooo. 
| WiRmoreland. 
Sir Ta. Lowther, bart. made 
his election for Cumberland 1 
ames ther, eſg. re elected 
2 18 Le F 454 * bart. re-elected 
Weymouth. 12 Edw. II. and Melcombe Regis, 8 Edw, 
nited bv Elizabeth into one corporation, though two! 
roughs, and ſend four members. : 
Right Hon. Wellbore Ellis re-elected 
W. Chafin Grove, eſq. re- elected 
John Purling, eſ _. re- ole cted 
John Tucker, eſq. died 1778 
Gabriel Stæew¾ar 15 eſq. 5 8 eſq. vacated 
| 1780 
Gabriel Stewart 
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Agreed to be in the mayor, aldermen, bailiffs, and capital 

efſes, inhabiting in the borough, and in perſons ſeiſed 

# freeholds within the borough, and not receiving alms. 

May, . ö . 
itchurch, Hampſbire. 27 Eliz. 

t, Hon, T. Townſhend — 

rd Viſcount Midleton re- eleſted 

In the freeholders only of lands or tenements, in right of 

kemſelyes, or their wives, not ſplit fince the act of the 7th 

ud 8th years of the reign of King William, 21 Dec, 

58. —70. ; ; 

Wigan, Lancaſhire. 23 Edw. I. 1 Edw. VI. 

0, Byng, eſq. Hon. Horatio Walpole 36 

au. Hotham, eſq. vacated 

in 1775 

Jun Moreton, eſq» deceaſed H. Samp. Bridgeman, eſq. 58 

Sir Riob, Clayton 33 
In the free burgeſſes.— 200. | Gn 


Wilton, Wilts. 23 Edw. I. 
Jun, Nich. Herbert died 177g 


A 


2 aries Herbert, eſq. Lord Herbert 
2 2 ry Herbert, eſg. Rt. Hon. W. G. Hamilton 
- 4creed to be in the mayor and burgeſſes, who are to de 


lecrporate acts, and receive the ſacrament. 28 Nov, 1708. 
March, 1710,-$0. 


Wiliſpire. 
abroſe Goddard, eſq. re- elected 
u. Penruddocke, eſq. re- elected 


Winchelſea, Suſſex. Edw, III, 

Wolf. e 1. — 

n. Neſbitt, eſq. made his 

tection for Cricklade 

lian Neſbit, 95. John Neſbit, eſq. 

Agreed to be in the mayor, jurats, and freemen; IT 

3 2711.—40. 

Vincb er Ci bs: 1. Edw. I. 

Riry Penton, ela, of 9 Iz 

nel Stanhope, eſq. re- elected 

dated to be in the mayor, recorder, aldermen, bailiffe, and 

Fiomnation, 20 Oct. 1690. i 
Wind- 


vo 8 


ated 
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Moa. Aug. Keppel! P. Portlock Powney, eſq, | 
Hon. John Montague re- elected ö 
Hon. A. Keppel W 


In the inhabitants who pay fcot and lot. 4 Nov. 16 
In the mayor, bailiffs, and ſelect number of burge 
only. 2 May, x689,.——Is not in the mayor, bailiffs 
burgeſſes; but that all the inhabitants have the righ 
electing. 5 April, 1697.——300. . ä 

Woodfleck, Oxfordſhire. 30 Edw. I. 
John Skinner, eſq. vacated 


in 3993..- ; 
Bord: Parker re-eleed 
William Eden, eſq. re · elected 

In the mayor, aldermen, and freemen of the ſaid boro 
26 March, 1714.—400. 

W. — x Ve. 

Rt. Hon, W.Dowdefwell die 

in 1775 
V. Lygen, eſq. ' re. elected 
Hon. Edw. K a; © re- elected 

orc. C 23 Edw. I. Nic 

T. Bates Rous, eſq. en re-cleQted 108 | 
John Walſh, eſg. Hon. William Ward II, 


Sir W. Lewes 

Agreed tobe in the freemen not receiving alms, 7 Feb. 10 
In the citizens not receiving alms, and admitted to their f 
dom by birth or ſervitude, or by redemption, in order tot 
within the ſaid city. 11 Feb. 1747.— 2000. 


% 


Wotton Baſſet, Wiltſhire. 25 Hen. VI. 1 b 

Hon, Henry St. [ohn re: elected n 

Robert Scott, eſq. William Strahan, efq. 1 b 

Is in the principal inhabitants. 50, : 10 

Chipping-Wycomb, Bucks. 28 Edw. I. by 

Rob, Waller, efq. re elected 66 by 
Hon. T. Fitamaurice Lord Mahon 


Agreed to be in the mayor, bailiffs, and burgeſſes, 
receiving alms. 28 Jan. 1702.—170. 
Yarmouth, Norfolk. 23 Edw. I. 
Cha. Townſhend, eſq. re- elected 
Hon. Richard Walpole re- elected 
Is in the burgeſſes at large. 730. 


4+ 
Yarmouth, Hampſhire. 23 Edw. I. 
Clarke, eſq. vacated 1779 | 
\ King ſmill, ei. | 
Worſley, eſq. vacated 1775 | 

Worſley, efq+ Edward Ruſhworth, efq. 

The bye-law, made Sept. 21, 1670, for electing free- bur- 
ks, by the mayor and five chief burgeſles, was a good 
hw. 11 April, 1717.— 50. 


Edward Morant, eſq. 


Yorkfhire. 
Geo, Savile, bart. re- elected 
vin Laſcelles, eſq. Henry Duncombe, eſq, 


Perſons whoſe freeholds lie in the Ainſty have a right to 
E. 9 March, 1735 

York City. 23 Edw. I. 

Hon. Lord J. Cavendiſh re- elected 

Turner, eſq. re-elected 

in the corporation and citizens, 1 500. 


WALES, by an act 27 Hen. VIII. 


ucArITULAT ION -The firſt ſummons for Repreſen- 

hes for Counties (and ſome Cities) was the 49th of Hen- 

Il, The firſt returns for ſhires, on record, 18th of Edward 

Firſt returns for Cities and Boroughs, 23 Edw. I. 

u Counties, Cities, and Boroughs, ſent Repreſen- 
tatives to Parliament at the acceſſion of Hen, VIII, 

M1 were added by Henry VIII. 

u by Edward VI. 

lu by Mary 

1 by Elizabeth 

14 by James I. [| 

8 by Charles J. 1 

4 by Charles II. | 1 

6j by Anne, for Scotland. 


ſes, S0-DT' ba IF; 


Aberdeenſhire. 
nden, eſg. re · elected 
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County of Air. 
Hugh Montgomery 
Sir Adam Ferg'ſſen, bart, 
, =  Argylifire, 
Robert Campbell, eſq, va- | 
c cated in 1771 * 
Adam Livingſtone, eſq. Lord Frederick Campbell 


Aberbrothick, Aberdeen, &c, I: 
Hon. T. Lyon, died 1778 | | 
Adam Drummond, eſq. re · elected bo 
| Banfhhire. 


R. H. Ja. Duff, Earl of Fife re- elected | 
; Berwickſhire, dir 
James Pringle, jun, eſq, vacated . 


1779 
Sir Fobn Paterſon, bart: Hugh Scott, jun. eſq. 
Sir Fobn Pater ſom, bart. 
. Bute and Caithneſsfhire. 
Hon, James Stuart John Sinclair, eſq. 
Nairn and Cromartie Shires. 
Coſmo Gordon, eſq. 
Mr. Gordon vacated in 1777 
John Campbell, eſq. George Roſs 
| Craill, Kinrenny, &c. 
Phil. Anftruther, eſq. vacated 
in 1777 
Hon. George Damer Sir John Anſtruther, ban, 
Cupar , P er th, & Co 
George Dempſter, eſq. re- elected 
Lord Fred. Campbell 
Dumbartonſhire. 
Sir Arch, Edmonſtone, bart, Lord Fred, Campbell 


—— Elpbinflone 
Culroſs, Dumferline, 8 * 


David Kennedy, eſq. 


James Campbell " 
b Dumfriesſhire. | 
Sir Robert Laurie, bart. re- elected WW, 
Edinburgbſpire. 
H. Dundas, eſq. re- elected lon, } 
Edinburgh City. rancis 


Sir Laurence Dundas re- elected 
f 4 Will. Miller, jun, l 


” 49 ] 


inſbire. 
fon, Art. Duff, vacated 1779 
Ld Will, Gordon re- ddected 
| Fifefbiree 


john Scott, eſq. died 1776 
PT, 0/wald,eſg.wacated177 9 , 


| Reb, Skene, eſq+ 2 re-elcQted 
For farſpire. | 
dul of Panmure re elected 
Glaſgow, Dumbarton, Se. 
lard Fred, Campbell ohn Crauford 
m. Fullarton, eſy. 
Haddingtonſhire. 
ſir G. Suttle, bart, vac. 177 


7 
Will, Neſbit, e.. Hugh Dalrymple, eſq. 
Inverneſsſhire. 
n, Simon Fraſer re- elected 
Inverneſs, Nairn, Se. 
Sir Hector Monroe 
Irvine, Air, Rotbſay, Cc. 
Sir |. A. Edmondſtone 
Kineardineſtire. 
rd Adam Gordon re · elected 
Kinroſs and Clackmannen Counties. - 
George Grah am 
Kintore, Banff, &c. 


u. Long Morris, eſq. re- elected 
ub James Grent, eſg. 
Kirkaldy, Bruniiſland, &c. 
an Johoſtone, eſq. John Henderſon, jun, eſa. 
Henry Dundas, cſq. 
Kirkudbright, Stewas try. 
'n, Stewart, eſq. Peter Johnſton, eſq. 


obn Gordon, eſq. 
Lanerkſhire. 25 
re - elected 
Linlithgowſhire. 
W. A. Cunynghame, bart. re-eleQed 
Lauder, Haddington, &c. 
Im, J. Maitland, died 1779 
cit Charteris, eſq. res elected 
UW ochmaben, Dumfries, So. 
ſq- W'lliam Douglas, jun. eſq. Sir Rob. Herries, knt. 
_ E Orkney 


* Ste wart, eſg. 


50 
Or tney and Zetlandſbire. 
Thomas Dundas, eſq. — Robert Backie 
| Cha. Dundat, eq. 
Peeblesſhire. 
Lord Advocate vacated 1775 
Ad. * * died 1775 


Sir R eith, K. B. Alex. Murray, eſq. 
; Perthſhire. 
Hon. James Murray re- elected 
| Renfrewſhire. 
John Craufurd, eſq.. John Shaw Stewart, ſq, 
oſs ſpire. 
Rt. Hen. J. 8. Mackenitie Hon. J. Mackenzie 
Roxburghſhire. 
Rt. Hon. Sir G. Elliot, bt. 
died in 1777 
Sir G. Elliot, his ſon re- elected 
Los d RB, Kerr 
| Selkirkfpire. 
John Pringle, efq, re- elected 
2— Selkir h, eſq. 
Selkirk, Lanerk, Peebles, Se. 
Sir James — Dr. 
Stirlingſhire. dies 
Thomas Dundas, efq. re elected Ort 
Stranrawer, Wi iptown, Fhiteborn, Se. | 
W. —_— Was 
 Sutber Coy 
Hen. James Wetnyfs 5 
| UNI 
Vic, Tayn, &c. Dr, 
James Grant, eſq. Hon, Charles Roſs Ie, 
PEERS OF SCOTLAND. * 
Elected in 1771. Elected in 17 80. | 
Duke of Gordon re elected i 
Earl of Galloway re- elected N 
Earl of Dunmore re- elected | 
Earl of Dalhouſie re- elected Dr. k 
Earl of Breadalbane Duke of Athel 1777 
Earl of Englingtounk re elected 10 
Earl of Abercorn re - elected 


Earl of Loudoun re elected 


F . Þ 


Lu! of Aberdeen re elected 
hake of Queenſherry re- elected 
bir) of Matchmont te- ele ted 


El of Roſeberry re- elected 
br) of Bute Earl of Gleacairn 
ſcount Stormont re- elected 
luquis of Lothian re- elected 
ful of Caſſilis re- elected 


ARCHBISHOPS AND BISHOPS. 


aerbury. Dr. Thomas Secker, died in Auguſt, 1763, when 
the Hon. Dr. Frederick Cornwallis was tranilated ircm 
Lichfield and Coventry 

ul. Dr. John Gilbert, died in 1761, and the Hon. Dr. 
Robert Drummond, tranſlated from Saliſbury to this ſee, 
i his room, died in 1776, and Dr. Wm. Markham tran- 
lated from Cheſter in his room 

en. Dr. Thomas Sherlock died in 2761, and was ſue- 
ceeded by Dr. Thomas Hayter, Biſhop of Norwich, who 
lied in 1762, when Dr. Richard Oſbaldeſton was tranſlat- 
t from Carliſle, who died in 1764; and on May 22, 1764, 
Dr. Richard Terrick was tranſlated to the ſee of London; 
ved April, 1777, and Dr. Robert Lowth tranſlated from 
Orford in his room 

bem. Hon. Dr. Richard Trevor, died June 9, 1771, and 
wa ſucceeded by Dr. Egerton, Biſhop of Litchfield and 
Coventry 

ncbefter. Dr. Benjamin Hoadley died in 1761, and Dr. 
John Thomas was then tranſlated from Saliſbury 

Dr. Matthias Mawſon died November 23, 1770, when 
Ir, Edmund Keene was tranſlated from Cheſter to this 
lee. 

bond Wells, Dr. Edw. Willes died in 1773, and was ſuc- 
teded by Dr. Charles Moſs, Biſhop of St. David's, 

bun. Dr. John Thomas, tranſlated to Saliſbury in 1761, 
[0d ted Green conſecrated in his room, died in 1779 
I-fird. Right Hon. Lord James Beauclerk 

ter, Dr. George Lavington, dicd in 1762, and the Hon. 
Ir. Fred, Keppell conſecrated in his room, who died Dec. 
1777, when Dr. John Roſs was conſecrated in his room 
riſe, Dr, Richar Oſbaldeſton, tranſlated do London in | 
E 2 17 ba, 


E 


1762, and Dr. Charles Lyttelton conſecrated in his room 
who died in 1769, and was ſucceeded by Dr. Edmund Lai 
\ Caliſenry. Dr. Jobn Thomas, tranſlated to Winchefter i 
1761, vice Hoadley, deceaſed, and was ſucceeded by t 
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Hon. Dr. Robert Drummond, who was in the ſame yea 
tranſlated to York, and Dr. John Thomas was tranſlate * 
from Lincoln to Saliſbury, who died July 20, 1766, aa 
was ſucceeded by Dr. John Hume, Biſhop of Oxford | 
Rocheſter. Dr. Zach, Pearce, died in 1974, when Dr. Joh.“ 
Thomas, Dean of Weſtminſter, was conſecrated Biſhope bo 
Rocheſter in his room 


St. 1 Hon. Dr. Robert Drummond, tranſlated in 1:6 * 
ta Soliſbury, and Dr. Richard Newcome tranſlated frot ü 
Landaft in his room, who died in June, 1769, and was ſuc Jet 
ceeded by Dr. Jonathan Shipley, Biſhop of Landaff K 

Norecich. Dr. Thomas Hayter, tranſlated to London in 176 - 
and Dr. Philip Younge, Biſhop of Briſtol, ſucceeded hifi. 

Litchfeld and Coventry. Hon. Dr. Frederick Cornwalliif 
tranſlated to Canterbury in Auguſt, 1768, and ſucceed , 
by Dr. John Egerton, Riſhop of Bangor, who, in Jun ble 
1771, was tranſlated to Durham, and the Hon. Dr. Browt Ja 
low North conſecrated in his room, tranſlated to Worceil 
in 1774, and ſucceeded by Dr. Richard Hurd | 

Cbeſer. Dr. Edmond Keene, tranſlated to Ely in Decemb 
1770, and Dr. William Markham conſecrated in his roo 
The laſt tranſlated to York in 1776, and Dr. Peilby P 
tæus conſecrated in his room 

Worecefte-. Dr. James Johnſon, died in November, 1774, 
ceeded by Dr. Brownlow North, Biſhop of Litchfield a 
Cov-ntry 

St. Davil's. Dr. Anthony Ellis, died in 1761, and was f 

ceeded by Dr. Samuel Squire, who died May 17, 17 

when Dr. Robert Lowth was conſecrated in his room 3 
October following he was tranſlated to Oxford, and L 
Charles Moſs conſecrated Biſhop of St. David's, who 
in 1774, tranſlated to Bath and Wells, and ſucceeded 4 
this ſee by the Hon. Dr. James Yorke, tranſlated to O. 
ceſter in 1779, and Dr. Jobs Warren conſecrated 1n 
room. 

Chichefter. Dr. (now Sir) William Aſhburnham 

Landeff. Dr. Richard Newcome, tranſlated to St. Aſap 

1761, and Dr. John Ewer conſecrated in his room, 
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in December 1768, was tranſlated to Bangor, and was ſuc- 
ceded by Dr. Jonathan Shipley, who, in 1769, was tran- 
lated to St. Aſaph, when the Floa. Dr. Shute Barrington 
was conſecrated Biſhop of Landaff. | 

ford. Dr. John Hume, tranſlated in July, 1766, to Sa- 
libury, and Dr. Robert Lowth, Biſhop of St. David's, 
tranſlated to the bifhoprick of Oxford. In May, 1777, 
Dr. John Butler was cunſecrated Biſhop of Oxford in the 
room of Dr. Lowth, tranſlated to London. 

lager. Dr. John Egerton, tranſlated in OR, 1768, to Litch- 
A and Coventry; and in December following, Dr. Joha 
Ewer ſucceeded him, who died in October, 1774, and was 
ſucceeded by Dr. John Moore. 

Merboraugh. Dr. Richard Terrick, tranſlated in May, 1764, 
ts London, and Dr. Robert Lamb conſecrated in his room ; 
Dr. Lamb died in 1768, and Dr. John Hinchliffe was 
then conſecrated Biſhop of Peterborough. 

Mel. Dr. Philip Yonge, tranſlated to Norwich in 1761, 
and Dr. Thomas Newton conſecrated in his room. 

Chucefer. Dr. William Warburton died in 1779. Hon. Dr. 
James Yorke tranſlated from St. David. 


— — — — —ů —— 
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LORD-CHAMBERLAIN, Nt 
And his Department. | 
Lord Chamberlains, 
Duke of Devonſhire | 
Oy, 2, 1762, Duke of Marlborough, vice Duke of De» 
nſhire 
April 22, 1763, Earl Gower, vice Duke of Marlborough - 
ly 12, 1765, Duke of Portland, vice Lord Gower . 


, 2766, Eari of Hertford 4 
| FVice-Chamberlains. 


Rt. Hon. William Finch 

uy 12, 1765, Lord Villiers (now Earl of Jerſey) vice Find 
ed, 13, 1770, Hon. Tho. Robinſon, vice Earl uf Jerſey 

9. 6, 1771, Lord Hinchingbroke, vice Hon. Tho. Ro- 

binſon, now Lord Grantham 
Grooms of the Stole. 

| Earl of Rochford h | 
"0, 25, 1760, Earl of Bute, vice Earl of Rockford | 
E 3 ? Mar. 193; 


Mar. 2 5% 


E 


Duke of Ancafter, Duke of Mancheſter (late), Marquis 
Rockingham, Earls of Fauconberg, Lincoln, (now Dul 
of -Newcaſtle) Aſhburnham, Hertford, Coventry, Hyn 

ford, Northumberland, (now Duke) Eſſex, Oxford, Bucl 
inghamſhire | 

Nov. 25,, 1760, Marquis of Caernarvon, arl of March 
late Earl of Eglingtoun, Viſc. Weymouth, Ld. Bruc 
Viſc. Duwne, Viſc. Pulteney, and Lord Robert Bert 
appointed additional Lords of the Bed-Chamber 


Mar. 25, 


Mar. 25, 
Mar. 25, 
Mar. 257 
Nov. 225 
Nov. 225 
Feb. 
Feb. 


Apr. 22, 


Apr. 
June 


225 


July 
Aug. 


Oct. 


1775 
Nov. 10, 1775, Earl of Aſhburnham 


1 
1761, Earl of Huntingdon, vice Earl of Bute 
1770, Earl of Briſtol, vice Earl of Huntingdon 


The Earl of Briſtol died 
Viſcount Weymouth, 


Lords of the Bed. Chamber. 


Duke of Richmond, vice late Duke 
Manchefter 
1761, Earl of Litchfield, vice Lord Fauconberg 
1761, Earl of Pembroke, vice Lord Hyndiord 
17961, Earl of Oxford, vice Earl of Eſſex 
1762, Lord Maſham, vice Lord Litchfield 
1762, Lord Boliagbroke, vice Lord Downe 
1763, Earl of Pomfret, vice Lord Pembroke 
1763, Ld. Willoughby de Broke, vice Ld. Pulte 
1763, Duke of Mancheſter, vice Marquis 
Rockingham 
1763, Earl of Denbigh, vice D. of Northumberla 


1761, 


1765, Duke of Ancafter ceaſed to be a Lord 


the Bed Chamber on being appoint 
Maſter of the Horſe to the Queen 
1765, Earl Cornwallis, vice Lord Bolingbroke 
1765, Earl of Hertford diſcontinued as Lore 
the Bed-Chamber, on being appoin 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
1769, Earl of Jerſey 

Duke of Roxburgh, Earl of Pembro 
Lord Viſcount Bolingbroke, Marg 

of Carmarthen 
1777, Karl of Fabcenberg 


DP 
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0 1777, Earl of Winchelſea, vice Earl of Jerſey 


Earl of Aylesford, vice Marg. . 
ot, 1780, Lord Onſlow and Lord Boſton 1 


Grooms of the Bed-Chamber. 

jeu. Gen. Campbell, (late Duke of Argyll) Lieut. Gen, 
Moſtyn, Lieut. Gen. Waldeszave (now Earl) Major Gen. 
Cornwallis, Major Gen. H. S. Conway, Col. Charles 


: 


is Fitzroy, John Offley, eſq. 
)u ſor. 25, 2760, George Schutz, Sir James Peachy, Hon. 
yn George Monſon, Charles Ingram, Edmund Nugent, Wm. 


Breton, Spencer Compton (now Earl of Northampton) 
Geo, Pitt, Norb. Berkeley (late Lord Bottetourt) r 
ed additional Grooms of the Bed-Chamber 
y 1, 1761, Henry Seymour, vice Lord Waldegrave 
ec. 1762, James (now Sir) Wright, vice Col. —_— 
ec. 1762, Jn. Mordaunt, vice Jn. Offlfex 
r. 22, 1763, Cha. Hotham (now Sir, Cha. Thompſon) 
vice Colonel Monſon 
yr. 22, 1763, Aug. J. Hervey, vice Lord Northampton. 
lt. 1764. General Conway diſmiſſed 
feb, 1765, Adm, Keppel, vice Lord Bottetourt | 
ig, 1765, Hon, Hen. Wallop, vice Henry Seymour 7 
Apr. 26, 1771, Colonel Nugent died 
March, 1775, Aug. John Hervey, vacated on the Death 
| of the Earl of Briſtol FI 
„ 1775, Hon, Wm. Gordon 
Hon. Col. Wan. Harcourt, Hon. H. Ver- 
non, Sir G. Oſborne, bart. Hon. Col. H. 
St. John, Tho. De Grey, jun. Sir Philip 
Hales 
1779, Col. Laſcelles, vice.Lieut. Gen. Moſtyn 


ke . 
oF LORD-STEWARD's DEPARTMENT... 
in | | 
Lord Steward. 
Duke of Rutland 
„25, 1761, Earl Talbot, vice Duke of Rutland 
Comptrollers, 


Lord Edgcumbe (late). 

May 22, 1761, Earl Powis, vice late Lord Edgcumbe 

Nov, 25, 1761, Lord Geo. Cavendiſh, vice Lord _ 
OV, 


I 
[Nt 
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Nov. 22, 1762, Lord Ch, Spencer, vice Lord Geo, Cavendi 
July 20, 765, Thomas Pelham (now Lord Pelham) vie 

Lord Cha. Spencer 
Nov. 16, 1775, Sir William Meredith, vice Lord Pelh 
Dec. 1777, Lord Onſlow, vice Sir W. Meredith 
Nov. 1779, Sir Richard Worſley, vice Lord Onflow 
* | Treafurers. 

Lord Thomond 

Nov. 25, 1761, Earl Powis, vice Lord Thomond 
Joly 20, 1765, Lord Edgecumbe, vice Lord Powis 

ov. 27, 1766, 1 Shelley (now Sir) vice LordEdgecum 
May 1777, Earl of Carliſle, vice AJ. Shelley 
Nov. 1779, Lotd Onſlow, vice Earl of Carliſle 
Sept. 12780, Earl of Saliſbury, vice Lord Onſlow 


Cofferers, 
Duke of Leeds 
April 3, 1761, James Grenville, vice Duke of Leeds 
Nov. 25, 1761, Lord Thomond, vice James Grenville 
uly 20, 1765, Earl of Scarborough, vice Lord Thomos 
+ 4, 1766, Hans Stanley, vice Lord Scarborough 
1774, Jer. Dyſon, eſq. vice Hans Stanley 
1776, Hans Stanley, vice Jer. Dyſon, eſq. 
Jan. 1780, Lord Beauchamp, vice Hans Stanley 
Mafters of the Houſhold. 
John Harris EX. 
Apr. 19, 1768, Hon. Henry Fred, Thynne, vice J. Ha 
Dec. 19, 1770, Sir Fra. Hen, Drake, vice H. F. Thyn 
Clerks of the Board of Green Cletb. 
- Sir Thomas Hales, Sir Fra. Hen. Drake, Ho 
John Grey, Humphry Morice 
Mar. 25, 1761, Tho. Townſhend, jun. vice Sir Tho. Hal 
Sk John Evelyn, vice Humphry Morice 
Nov. 25, 1761, Hen. Bridgman {now Sir) and Simon Fa 
ſhaw, additional Clerks 
Dec. 1762, Hon. Henry Frederick Thynne, vice Ti 
| Townſhend 
April, 1764, Richard Vernon, vice Henry Bridgman 
July 20, 1765, Sir Alex. Gilmour, vice Hen. Fred, Thy! 
Hon, Geo. Bridges Brudenell, vice Rich 
Vernon 


Dec. 4, 1766, Richard Hopkige, vice John Evelyn. 


* I 
C9 J 
19, 1768, Richard Vernon, vice Simon Pana 
r. 19, 1770, Hon. Richard Savage Naſſau, [died in Aug,” 
1780) vice Sir Francis Henry Drake 
ne, 1777, Sir Ralph Payne 1 
ke, 1777, Sir Rickard Worſley, vice R. Hopkins, eſg. 
ly, 1779, Sir Wm. Aug. Cunynzhame, Bart. vice Sir R. 
Worſley 
It, 1780, Sir William Gordon, vice 
Lovel Stanhope, eſq. vice Hon. R. S. Naſſau | 
MASTERS OF THE HORSE. 
Earl Gower 
boy, 25, 1760, Earl of Huntingdon | 
lr, 25, 1761, Duke of, Rutland 
lug. 1766, Earl of Hertford 
kc, 13, 1766, Duke of Ancaſter, died in Oct. 1778. 
tc. 8, 1778, Duke of Northumberland. 
| 1781, Duke of Montagu 
CAPTAINS OF THE BAND OF 
GENTLEMEN-PENSIONERS, 
Lord Berkeley of Stratton 
ly 17, 1762, Earl of Litchfield 
kc, 8, 1772, Lord Edgcumbe 


CAPTAIN OF THE YEOMEN OF THE GUARD, 
Lord Viſcount Falmouth 


BOARD OF WORKS. 
Surveyor General, 
Hon. Henry Fine 
et. 20, 1760, Tho, Worſley, eſq. vice Hon. H. Finch. 
1777 Whitſhed Keene, eſq. 
Surveyor of the Private Roads, 
c. 20, 1760, — Edw. Finch Hatton 
lily 27, 1771, Tho. Whateley, eſq. vice Hon. E. F. Hate 
ton, deceaſed ; 
July, 1772, Hen, Fane, «ſq. vice Whateley deceaſed 
Paymaſter of the Works. 
George Auguſtus Selwyn, efq. 
Surveyor of the Crown Lande. 
Hon. Robert Herbert 
1768, Peter Burrel, eſq. 
v.10, 1775, Hon. John St. John 


vid 
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Jan. 20, 1763, George Onflow, efq. (now Lord) vice Ho 
. Tho. Hervey © 
an. 20, 1763, Lord Charles Spencer, vice Ceo. Onſlow 
ay 7, 1762, Jahn Marſhe Dickenſon, eſq. vice Loy 
6 | Charles Spencer 
April, 1764, Hon. Cha. Sloane Cadogan, vice Di 
Oct. 7 1769, William Varey, efq. vice Cadogan - 
FEPER OF THE GREAT WARDROBE, 
Sir Tho. Robinſon, (late Lord Grantham) 
Nov. 25, 1769, Earl Gower 
May Js 1763, Lord Le Defpencer 
July 20, 1765, Earl of Aſhburnham 
ov. 10, 1775, Lord Pelham | | 
TREASURER OF THE CHAMBER, 
Right Hon. Charles Townſhend * 
Mar. 21, 1761, Right Hon. Sir Francis Daſhwood (ne 
Lord Le Dzſpencer) 
May 29, 1762, Rt, Hon. Sir Gilbert Elliot 
April 12, 1770, Rt. Hon, George Rice, dead. 
Nov. 1779, Lord Charles Spencer 


MASTER OF THE JEWEL-QFFICE, 
Sir Richard Lyttelton 
Dec. 1762, Earl of Darlington 


QUEEN'S HOUSEHOLD. 
At the Eſtabliſhment of the Queen's Houſhold, 
Lord Chamberlains. 
Earl (now Duke) of Northumberland | 
April 21, 1763, Earl Harcourt | 
1768, Earl Delawar 


Dec. I777, Marquis of Carmarthen th 
OR. 1780, Lord Southampton Lars 
Vice Cbamberla ins. I 
Viſcount Cantalupe , 
1768, Hon, Charles Fitzroy, now Ld, Southampto 
Maſters bf the Horſe. 30 
Earl Harcourt I 


April 21, 1763, Viſcount Weymouth 
May, 1765, Earl Delawar 
Jan. 20, 1768, Duke of Beaufort 


Noy 


59 J 

1990, Earl Waldegrave : 
Treaſurevs\ 

pirew Stone, efq. died in 1774, ſucceeded by the Earl of 
| Guildford 

; Ferretaries. 
kid Grzeme, eſq. (now Lieut. Gen.) refigned in 1774, ſuc. 
ceeded by Ja. Harris, efq. who was ſucceeded in 1780 by 
the Hon, G. A. North 


lers. , 

in, Sewallis Shirley, died October 37, 1765, and ſac» 

ceded by Gen. Græme, who refigned in 1774, and wks 

ſucceeded by Ja. Harris, eſq. 

Attorney General. | | 

&ha Hvffey, eſq. John Morton, elq · died in 1730» 

il —— "(racaiit) 

Solicitor General, 
16 William Blackſtone, deceaſed 
urles Ambler, eſq. appointed in 1771 


PRINCE OF WALES, e. 


Earl of Holderneſs, Governer 
Dr. Markham, Preceptcr 
Leonard Smelt, eſq . Sub-Governmer 
Rev. Cyril Jackſon, Sub-Preteptor 
11776, Lord Bruce (now Earl of Ayleſbury) Gove 
Dr. Hurd, Preceptor 
Col. Hotham, Sub-Coverner 
W. Arnald, D. D. Sub- Preceptor 
lt 1776, Duke of Montagu, Governer 
1777, Biſhop of Litchkeld and Coventry, Syb-Governe 


LORD CHANCELLOR. 

the acceſſion of the preſent King, Lord Henley way 

lard Keeper k 

„ 16, 161, Lord Henley appointed Lord-Chancellor 

and, May 1g, 1764, created Earl of 

Northington 

30, 1766, Lord Camden appointed Lord.Chanceltes 

17, 1770, Hon. Charles Yorke. Died Jan. 20, 177 

22, 1770, Great Seal put into Commiſſion, Sir -S» 
S. Smythe, Hon. Henry Bathurſt, and 
Sir Rich, Aſton, Commiſſioners 

q Jan. 


pto 


Nov 


ö 
f 
| 


Jan. 23, 1771, Hon. Henry Bathurſt created Lord Ap 


8 12, 1765, Earl of Winchelſea 


Pg 
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(now Earl Bathurft) and a ointed) 
Chancellor refigned in 1778 
June 2, 1778, Mr. dry created Lord Thurlow, 
appointed Lord-Chancellor, 
LORD-PRESIDENT. 


Earl Granville. Died Jan. a, 1763, Vacant till 
Sept. 9, 1763, Duke of Bedford 


uly 30, 1766, Earl of Northington 
23, 1767, Earl Gower 
Nov. 1779, Earl Bathurſt 
LORD-WARDEN OF THE STANNERIES, 
Lord Waldegrave, (the late 
Dec. 20, 1762, Humphry Morice, vice Lord Waldegra 
CHANCELLOR OF THE DUCHY or 
LANCASTER. 
Lord Kinnoul 
Dec. 15, 1762, Lord Strange, vice Lord Kinnoul 
June 14, 1771, Lord Hyde, (now Earl of Clarendon) 
Lord Strange 
LORD OPREVY SEAL, 
Farl Temple 
OR. 12, 1761, In commiſſion. E. Weſton, W. $h; 
and Jer, Dyſon, Commiſſioners 
Nov. 29, 1761, Duke of Bedford 
Apr. 20, 1763, Duke of? Marlborough 
uly 15, 1765, Duke of Neweaſtle 
Fol 30, 1766, Earl of Chatham 
ov. 2, 1768, Earl of Briſtol 
Feb. 9, 1770, Earl of Halifax 
an. 22, 1771, Earl of Suffolk 
1 12. 1771, Duke of Grafton 
. 1775, Earl of Dartmouth 
_ CHIEF-JUSTICES IN EYRE, 
ndys, North of Trent 
Earl of Breadalbane, South of Trent 
Apr. 14, 1761, Duke of Leeds, N. of Treat 
Nov. 3, 176 6, Lord Monſon, S. of Trent 
Dec. 23, 1766, Earl Cornwallis, S. of Treßt 
Feb. 19, 1769, Sir Fl. Norton, S. of Trent 
1774, Lord Pelham, N. of Trent 


* 


Ks 


bor. 10, 1775, Lord Lyttelton, N. of Trent, died in No- 
vember, 1779 5 
pt. 1780, C. W. Cornwall, eſq. vice Ld. Lyttelton 
ATTORNEY AND SOLICITOR GENERAL. 

At the Acceſſion of the preſent King, 

Attorney, 
Charles Pratt, (now Lord Camden) 
het. 14, 1761, Mr. Yorke, vice Cha Pratt 
Nov, 1763, Sir Fl. Norton, vice Mr. Yorke 
lug. 1765, Hon. Charles Yorke, vice Sir Fl. Norton 
us, 6, 1766, Wm. De Grey, vice Mr. Yorke 
n. 23, 1771, Ed. Thurlow, vice Mr. De Grey 
luly 1778, Alexander Wedderburne, (now Ld, Lough. 
borough) vice Mr. Thurlow 
ug. 1780, James Wallace, eſq. vice Ld. Loughborough 
Solicitor. 

Hon. Charles Yorke 
ee. 14, 1761, Fletcher (now Sir) Norton, vice Mr Yorke 
Pc. 16, 1764, William De Grey, vice Sir Fletcher Norton 
lag. 1766, Edw. Willes, vice Mr. De Grey 
ec, 23, 1767, Jn. Dunning, vice Ed. Willes 
larcch, 1770, Edw. Thurloe, vice Mr. Dunning | 
23, 1771, Alex. Wedderburne, vice Mr. Thurlow 
July, 778. James Wallace, vice Mr. Wedderburne 
„yt. 1780, James Mansfield, eſq, vice Mr, Wallace 


TIN KSA F. 
Firſt Lords. 
Duke of Newcaſtle 
ly 29, 1762, Earl of Zute 
hr. 16, 1763, George Grenville 
bly 12, 1765, Marquis of Rockingham 
g. 2, 1766, Duke of Grafton 
u. 28, 1770, Lord North 
Chancellors of the Exchequer. 
Hen. Bilſon Legge 
W 21, 176r, Lord Barrington 
ay 29, 1762, Sir F. Daſhwood, (now Lord Le Deſpencer) 
y. 16, 1763, George Grenville 
u 12, 1765, William Dowd: twell 
. 2, 1766, [Late] Charles Townſhend 
Mu 16, 1767, Lord North 


F 1 a dt; 
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Lords of the Tr : 
James Grenville, Lo —— Oſwald 

Mar. 21. 2761, Gilbert (now Sir Gilbert) Elliot, | 
vice James Grenville 
Apr. 16, 1763, Sir John Turner, vice Elliot 
x Themas Orby Hunter, vice Oſwald 
James Harris, vice Daſhwood 
July 12, 1765, Lord John Cavendiſh, vice Sir Joha Turn 
Tho. Townſhend, jun. vice Tho. Or 
Hunter | 
| George Onſlow, vice James Harris 
Aug. 2, 1766, Pryſe Campbell, vice Lord John Cavendi 
Dec. 3, 1767, Cha. Jenkinſon, vice Tho. Townſhend 
Dec. 31, 1768, Jeremiah Dyſon, vice Pryſe Campbell 
Feb. 6, 1770, Charles Townſhend, vice Lord North 
| 1772, Hon. Charles James Fox, vice C. Jenkinſe 
1774, Lord Viſc. Beauchamp, and Charles Wo 
fran Cornwall, eſqrs. vice Cha, Jam 
Fox and Jeremiah Dyſon 
ö 1777, Lord Weſtcote, vice C. Townſhend 
ec. 1777, Lord Palmerſton, vice Lord Onſlow. 
an. 1780, Sir R. Sutton, vice Lord Viſc. Beaucha 
ct. 1780, John Buller, ſen. eſq. vice C. W. Cort 
wall, eſq. 
Foint Secretaries. 
James Weſt and Samuel Martin 
May 29, 1762, Jer. Dyſon, vice Ja. Weſt 
Apr. 16, 1763, Cha. Jenkinſon, vice Samuel Martin 
April 1764, Tho. Whately, vice Jer. Dyſon 
July 12, 1765, Cha. Lowndes and Grey (now Sir) Coo 
vice Jenkinſon and Dyſon 
Aug. 2, 1766, Thomas Bradſhaw, vice Cha. Lowndes 
Feb. 6, 1770, John Robinſon, vice Tho. Bradſhaw 
ecretaries 10 che ff Lord, 
May 29, 1762, Charles Jenkinſon | 
July 12, 1765, Edmund Burke | 
Aug. 2, 1766, Rd. Stonhewer, vice Burke 
Secretaries to the Chancellor of the Excheque. 
John Buller 
uly 12, 1765, Sir Edward Winnington 
an, 177, William Brummell, eſq, 
ES 4 


— 


1 
Solicitors to the Treafury. . 
Philip Carteret Webb | 
ly 12, 1765, Thomas Nuthall, vice Philip Carteret Webb 
March, 1775, * Chamberlayne, eſq. vice T. Nuthall, 
ec 
I. V. Jones, eſq. 
SECRETARIES OF STATE. 
Southern Department. 
William Pitt, now-Lord Chatham, died in * 
d. 9, 1761, Earl of Egremont | ; 
kept. 9, 1763, Earl of Sandwich 
ly 12, 1765, Henry Seymour Conway 
23, 1766, Lake of Richmond 
wo. 2, 1766, Earl of Shelburne : 
It, 21, 1768, Lord Weymouth 
ke. 19, 1770, Earl of Rochford 
1.10, 1775, Vifcount Weymouth 
' 1779, Earl of Hillfborough 
i Worthbern Department. 
Earl of Holderneſſe 
t. 25, 1761, Earl of Bute 
29, 1762, George Grenville 
Kt, 14 1762, Earl of Halifax 
ly 12, 1765, Duke of Grafton 
oy 23, 1766, Henry Seymour Conway 
| 1768, Lord Weymouth 
1768, Earl of Rochford 
1770, Earl of Sandwich 
1771, Earl of Halifax 
1771, Eat of Suffolk, died in June, 1779. 
1779, Viſcount Stormont 
For the Colonies. 
1768, Earl of Hillſborough 
1772, Earl of Dartmouth 
, 1775, Lord Geo. Germain 
BOARD OF TRADE 
Firſt Lord. 
Earl of Halifax 
. 21, 1761, Lord Sandys 
1, 1763, Charles Townſhend (the late) 
* 20, 1763, Lord — | 
T 
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Sept. 9, 1763, Lord Hillſborough 
July 20, 1765, Lord Dartmouth 
Aug. 16, 1766, Lord Hillſborough 
Dec. 1766, Lord Clare 
Aug. 31, 1772, Lord Dartmouth 
Nov. 1775, Lord George Germain 
Nov. 1779, Earl of Carliſle 
| Lords of Trade. 
Andrew Stone, Thomas Pelham (now Lord), Soame Teny 
Wm. Gerard Hamilton, Wm. Sloper, Ed. Elliot, Ed. Bac 
Mar. 21, 1761, Hon. J. Yorke, vice Pelham 
Mar. 21, 1761, Sir Edmund Thomas, vice Hamilton 
Mar. 21, 1761, George Rice, vice Sloper 
Oct. 23, 1761, 2 Roberts, vice Andtew Stone 
Dec. 1762, Lord Orwell, vice J. Roberts 
Apr. 20, 1763, Jeremiah Dyſon, vice John Vorke 
April 20, 1763, Bamber Gaſccigne, vice Sir Edmund Thon 
July 20, 1765, Hon. * Yorke, vice Lord Orwell 
July 20, 1765, John Roberts, vice Bamber Gaſcoigne 
uly 20, 1765, William Fitzherbert, vice Edward Bacon 
ec. 1765, Lord Palmerſton, vice John Yorke 
Sept. 1766, Hon, Tho. Robinſon (now Lord Gran» 
tham) vice Lord Palmerſton 
Jan. 20, 1768, Lord Liſburne, vice Jerem. Dyſon 
April 12, 1770, Lord Greville, vice Hon. Thomas Rv Wit 
binſon (now Lord Grantham) * 
April 16, 1770, William Northey, vice Lord Liſburne 7 
— 26, 1771, Thomas Whately, vice William Northey : 
eb. 11, 1772, William Jollyffe, vice Wm. Fitzherbert 1 
Aug. 15, 1772, Lord Garlies, vice Thomas Whately * 1 
Aug. 31, 1772, Lord Robert Spencer, vice John Roberts 
1774, Hon. Charles Greville and Whitſhed Kee! 
eſqrs. vice Lord Greville and Lord Garl 
June, 1777, Thomas De Grey, vice Whit. Keene 
| W. Eden, vice Lord Garlies 2 
July, 1779, Andrew Stuirt and Edward Gibbon, Ek 2 
; vice Meſſrs. Gaſcoigne and [ollyffe. 120 
OR. 1780, Hans Sloane and Benj. Langlois, vice 80 
Jenyns and C. F. Greville 


PAVYVMASTER- GENERAL. OF THE FORCES. 
Right Hon. Henry Fox fafterward Lord Holland 
June 8, 1765, Right Hon. Charles Townſhend Te 


1 


ne 5, 1768, George Cooke, eſq. died 


John Jefferies, eſq, 
1766, Gen. Whitmore 
. 1, 1771, Robert Pigot, vice Whitmore 
Maſter and Worker. | 
Hon. William Chetwynd 
be 3, 1769, Charles Sloan (now Lord) Cadogan, vice Hon. 
Wm. Chetwynd | 
troller. 


ny 
Jac 


John Buller, eſq. 
Surveyor of the Meltings, &c. 
Geo. A. Se wyn 
POST-MASTER GENERAL. 
oint Pofi- Maſters. 


Lord Trevor) 

27, 1762, Earl of Egmont, vice Earl of Beſborough 

jt, 10, 1763, Lord Hyde, vice Earl of Egmont 

20, 1765, Earl of Beſborough, vice Lord Hyde 

20, 1765, Lord Grantham (late) vice Lord Trevor 

x. 27, 1766 Earl of Hillſborough, Lord Le Deſpenſer 

20, 1768, Earl of Sandwich, vice Earl of Hillſborough 


of Sandwich 
Lord Le Deſpencer 
SECRETARY AT WAR. 
Right Hon. Lord Barrington 
24, 1761, Right Hon. Charles Townſhend (late) 
2% 1763, Right Hon. Welbore Ellis 
20, 1765, Lord Barrington 
1778, Charles Jenkinſon, eſq. 
ADMIRALTY. 
Fir Lord. 4 
Lord Anſon | 
19, 1762, Lord Halifax 


F 3 


ie 14, 1768, Right _ Richard Rigby appointed ſole 


Earl of 1. fart Hon. Robert Hamden (now 


x, 19, 1770, Hon. Hen. Fred. Thynne Carteret, vice Ext - 


2, 1766, Right Hon. Lord North and Geo, Cooke, eg 4 
3, 1767, Right Hon. T. Townſhend, vice Lord North if 


* 


1 


1 n * 


Oct. 16, 1762, George Grenville 

April 16, 1763, Lord Sandwich 

Sept. 9, 1763, Lord Egmont 

Sept. 16, 1766, Sir Charles Saunders 

Dec. 2, 1766, Sir Edward Hawke 
Jan. 12, 1771, Lord Sandwich 


* 
f Lords of the Admiralty. 1 
Admiral Bofcawen, Dr. Hay, Thomas Orby Hunter, Gib! 
(now Sir Gilbert) Elliot, Admiral Forbes, Hans Stan! 
Mar. 21, 1761, Lord Villiers, vice Admiral Boſcawen 
Thomas Pelham, vice Gilbert Elliot 


Jan. 1, 3762, Lord Carysfort, vice Lord Villiers Ju 
am es Harris, vice Thomas Pelham 
April 16, 1763, Lord Howe, vice T. O. Hunter Ap 


Lord Digby, vice James Harris 

| Hun. Thomas Pitt, vice Admiral Forbes Wil 

July 2, 1765, Sir Charles Saunders, vice Lord Carysfort 
Admiral Keppel, vice Dr. Hay 


C. Townſhend, vice Lord Howe 04 
Sir William Meredith, vice Lord Digby 
John Buller, vice Hens Stanley Feb 


Dec, 1765, Hoa. John Yorke, vice Hon. Tho. Pitt 
Sept. 16, 1766, Sir George Yonge, vice Sir C, Saunde 
made firſt Lord 
"4 Lord Palmerſton, vice Hon. John Yorke 
Dec. 2, 1766, Sir Piercy Brett, vice Admiral Keppel ſuly 
Charles Jenkinſon, vice Sir W. Meredith 
Mar. 19, 1768, Lord Charles Spencer, vice C. Jenkinſon 
Feb. 1770, Admiral Holbourne, vice Sir G. Yonge 1761 
Feb. 1770, Charles James Fox, vice Sir Piercy Brett 
Lord Liſburne, vice Charles Townſhend 
Jan. 26, 1771, Aug. John Hervey, vice Admiral Holbour 
May 6, 1772, Thomas Bradſhaw, vice Cha. J. Fox | 
Dec. 23, 1774, Henry Penton, vice Tho. Bradſhaw, decea 
April 1775, Sir Hugh Palliſer, bart. vice Aug. John He 
vey, called to the Houſe of Peers on! 
death of his brother the Earl of Briſtol 
Dec, 1777, Lord Mulgrave, vice Lord Palmerſton. 
April 1779, Admiral Mann, vice Sir Hugh Palliſer 
July, 1779, Bamber Gaſcoyne, eſq. vice Ld, C. you 


. 


[6] 
oct. 1780, C. F. Greville, and G. Derby, efqrs, vice 
J. Buller and R. Mann, eſqrs. 


COMMISSIONERS OF THE NAVY. 


| Treaſurer. 
Right Hon. Geo. Grenville 
ſune 2, 1762, Lord Barrington 
Aug. 9, 1765, Lord Howe 
Mar. 19, 1770, Sir Gilbert Elliot, bart. died in 1777 
une 1777, Welbore Ellis 
Comptroller. 
George Cokburne, eſq. 
July 31, 1770, Sir Hugh Palliter, bart. vice George Cock- 
burne, eſq. deceaſed 
April 1775, Maurice Suckling, eſq. vice Sir Hugh Palli- 
ſer, made a Lord of the Admiralty 
luly 1778, C. Middleton, vice Mr, Suckling, deceaſed 
Joint Surweyors « 
Thomas Slade, eſq. William Bately, eſq. | 
od. 10, 1765, John Williams, eſq. vice Wm. Bately, eſq. 
ſuperannuated x 
ith, 26, 1771, John Williams (now Sir John) and Edw. 
Hunt, vice Sir Tho, Slade, deceaſed. 
Clerk of the Acts. 
Daniel Devert, eſq. 
1766, Edmund Maſon, eſq. D. Devert, eſq. | 
fuly r, 1773, G. Marth, eſq. vice E. Maſon. eſq. deceaſed 
Comptroller of the Treaſurer's Accounts. . 
Ricnard Hall, eq. 
761, Timothy Brett, eſq. vice Richard Hall, eſq. deceaſed 
Comptroller of the Victualling Accounts. 
Robert Oſborn, eſq. 
be 26, 1771, Charles Proby, eſq. vice Robert Oſborn, eſq. 
| deceaſed | 


I 


ea d. 24, 1771, Thomas Hanway, eſq. vice Charles Proby, 
n He eſq. removed to Chatham 
on t. 8, 1772, G. Marſh, eſq. vice T. Hanway, eſq. deceaſed 
itol 1773, James Gambier, eſq. vice George Marth, eſq. 
"+ Clerk of the Acts | 
, 1773, William Palmer, eſq, vice James Gambier, 
acer eſq. removed to Portſmouth 

00 Compe 


- 
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Camperoller of the Store-keeper's Accounts. 
George Adams, eſq. [ſigned 
1761, Hon. Wm. Bateman, vice Geo. Adams, re 
Extra Commiſſioners. 
Hon. Wm. Bateman. None appointed in his room 
Digby Dent, eſq. 


Timothy Brett, eſq. 

1761, Sir Richard Temple, bart. vice Tim. Brett, eſq 
Comptroller of the Treaſurer's Account 

1762, Sir John Bentley, vice Digby Dent, eſq. deceaſed 
This appointment diſcontinued, on Sir John's promotion te 

a flag, and only one extra commiſſioner, until 

May, 1779, Sir R. Temple, bart. and Edward Le Cras, eſq, 
3 had laſt year but 500l. each, but now they are raiſed tc 


AT THE PORTS. 
Chatham. | 
Thomas Cooper, eſq. 
1765, Thomas Hanway, eſq. vice Thomas Cooper 
| eſq. ſuperannuated 
OR. 24, 1771, Charles Proby, eſq. vice Thomas Hanway 
| eſq. appointed Comptroller of the Vic 
tualling Accounts. | 
| , * 
Richard Hughes, eſq. (now Sir Rich. Hughes, bart. 
1773, James Gambier, eſq. vice Sir Richar 
Hughes, bart. ſuperannuated 
1778, SiSam. Hood, vice J. Gambier 
mouth. 
Fred. Rogers, eſq. (now Sir F. Rogers, bart.) 
Feb. 1775, Paul Henry Ourry, eſq. vice Sir Fred. Rogers 
bart. ſuperahnuated 


OR. 2763, Charles Colby, eſq. ſuperannuated, and non 7 
K appointed in his room, until 


June, 1779, J. A. Pownall, is faid to be Nava Officer 0 
| Gibraltar, with an Appointment of 2001, a year: 
| Halifax. 

April 1775, Marriot Arbuthnot, eſq. 


NAVAL DEPARTMENT, 
Vite. Admiral of Great Bris, 
Lord Anſon, 5 


MW. ] 


[:n, 4, 1763, Henry Oſborne, vice Lord Anſon, deceaſed 
ov. 5, 1765, Sir E. Hawke, vice Henry Oſborne, reſigned 
| Rear- Admiral of Great Britain. 58 
Sir William Rowley EY. 
in. 4, 1763, Sir Edward Hawke, vice Sir Wm. Rowley 
Nov. 5, 1765, Sir Charles Knowles, vice Sir E. Hawke 
MR. 1770, Sir Francis Holburne, vice Sir Charles Knowles 
ug. 17, 1771, Sir George Bridges Rodney, vice Sir Fra. 
' -* Holburne * 5 
Vice- Aumiral of Scotland. 
Carl Finlater 

Nec, 22, 1764, John Earl of Hynd ford, vice Lord Finlater 
Nov, 5, 1765, Earl of March, vice Earl of Hyndford 
1776, Earl of Breadalbane, vice Lord March 

Maſter of Greenwich Hoſpital. . 
Admiral Iſaac Townſhend 
Nor, 30, 1765, Sir George Bridges Rodey, vice Admiral 

Townſhend 
June 15, 1771, Sir Francis Hotvurne, vice Sir George 
Bridges Rodney 

lug. 17, 1771, Sir Charles Hardy, vice Sir Francis Holburne 


* 


a deceaſed 

+77, 1730, Sir Hugh Palliſer, vice Sir C. Hardy, de- 
ceaſed a | 

t, BOARD OF ORDNANCE. 

ar Maſter General. 


Lord Ligonier 

May 14, 1763, Marquis of Granby, vice Earl of Ligonier 

et. 18, 1770, Marquis of Granby died, and no Maſter- 
General was appointed till [ Granby 

bet. 17, 1772, Lord Viſc. Townſhend, vice Marquis of 

Lieutenant General. N 


Marquis of Granby 


Granby | 

VG. 24, 1767, Right Hon. Henry Seymour Conway, vice 
Geo, Viſc, Townſhend 

bt, 22, 1772, Sir Jeffery Amherſt, now Lord Amherſt, 
vice H. S. Conway N 

Surveyor. 


Charles (now Sir) Frederick 


LD 


Clerk 


|| 
[| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


1 14, 1763, Lord Viſc. Townſhend, vice Marquis of 


[©]: 
William Rawlinſon Earle, eſq. 


Dec, 18, 1772, Sir Charles Cocks Bart. vice Wm. Rz 
linſon Earle, who re ſigned 


Srorekeeper. : 
Andrew Wilkinſon, efq. F 
Dec. 1762, Sir Edw. Winnington, vice And, Wi 
2 kinſon 
Sept. 7, 1765, And. Wilkinſon, efq. vice Sir Edw. Wi | 
| nington | 


uly 1778. Benj. Langlois, eſq. vice Mr. Wilkinſon 
1780, Henry Strachey, eſq. vice Mr. Langlois. 
| ' Clerk of the Deliveries. 
| Charles (now Sir) Cocks 
Dec. 18, 1772, Benj. L'Anglois, efq. vice Sir Charles Coc 
July 1775. Henry Strachey eſq. vice Mr. L' Anglois 
+ 1780, John Kenrick, eſq. vice Mr. Strachey, 
Treaſurer, 
Francis Gaihry, eſq. | 
une 1, 1762, Charles Jenkinſon, eſq. vice Francis Gaſſ 
ay 14, 1763, John Roſs Mackye, efq. vice Charles Je 
| inſon . | 
Oct. 1780, William Adam, eſq. vice Mr. Mackye. 
GOVERNORS OF FORTS, &«c. 
3 IN e „Ne Ad dg 4 
ort Auguſtus and Fort George, near Inverneſs, Sir Ch. Hoi 
ard, in Sept, 176g, nad was ſucceeded by Gen. Stuc 
helme Hodgſon : 
Berwick and Holy Iſland, Gen. John Guiſe, died in Jun 
1765, and was ſucceeded by Gen. Menckton, who » 
ſucceeded by Sir John Mordaunt | 
Blackneſs, Hon. Charles Hope Weir, whe was ſucceeded | 
the Duke of Hamilton 
Carliſle, Gen. Stanwix, loſt in his paſſage to Ireland, at 
was ſucceeded by the Earl of Darlington 
Cheſter, Earl Cholmondeley, died June 10, 1770, and 1 
- ſucceeded by his brother, Gen. Cholmondcley, who dyit 
in 1775, was ſucceeded by Charles Rainford, eſq. 
Cinque Ports, Duke of Dorſet, died Oct. 9, 1765, and ſuecet 
ded by the Earl of Holderneſſe died in 1778, and ſucces 
ded by Lord North Ds 


ZN ; 


umount, Arthur Holdſworth 
unbarton; Earl of Eglington 
inburgby Lieut. Gen. Humphry Bland. At preſent, 
Earl of Loudoun | 
reſend, — Cadogan, who was ſucceeded by William 
faucitt, eſq. . 
wrnſey, Lord Delawar, died March- 14, 1766, and was ſuc- 
teeded by Sir Rich. Lyttelton, who died Oct. 1, 1776, 
ind was ſucceeded by Sir Jeffery (now ord) Amherſt 
i, Gen. Pulteney, reſigned in July, 1766, and was ſuc- 
ceeded by Gen, Honywood | 
rf, Sir Henry Bellenden ; at preſent, Robert Sloper, eſq, 
y, Gen, Huſke, who died in Jan. 1761, and was ſuc- 
teded by the Earl of Albemarle, who died OR. 13, 1772, 
nd was ſucceeded by Gen. Cy 
guard, Lord George Beauclerk, died in May, 1768; then 
Gen, Armiger, and, March 19, 1770, Gen. Clavering z 
ifter him, the Hon. Alex. Mackay 
wennis, Col. Arth. Owen, died in 1774, and was ſuccee- 
{td by Col, Beauclerk, who died 1775, and was ſucceeded 
M. Gen. Robinſon 
hath, Gen, Waldegrave, (now Earl) 
mouth, Lord Tyrawley, died July, 1773, and was ſuc- 
teded by Gen. Harvey, who died in 1778, and was ſuce 
teded by Gen, Monckton. | 
ily, Zarl of Godolphin, died Jan. 17, 1766 
erneſs, Sir John Mordaunt ; at preſent Lt. Gen, Craig > 
fa, Earl of Loudoun, _—At pre ſent, Sir James Camp- 
ll, bart. 
mouth, Sir Andrew Agnew, died Aug. 14, 1771, and 
wa ſucceeded by the Hon, Maj. Gen. Alex. Mackay; at 
jeſent, Lord Adam Gordon | 
, Col. Deane, died in 1775, and ſucceeded by Lieut, 
ol. James Murray; at preſent, W. Browne, eſq. | 
of Wight, Earl of Portſmouth ; then Lord Holmes; 
ben Hans Stanley ; Dec. 23, 1766, Duke of Bolton; and 
ll 1770, Hans Stanley, who in 1774 had a grant of it for 
ile, died Jan, 1780, now Sir Rich. Worſley, Bart. 
William, Gen. Kingſley, died in Nov. 1769, and was 
ceeded by Gen. Burgoyne, who reſigned in October, 


1779, and was ſucceeded by Major General Vaughan. 
795 u dy Maj ugh Wind. 


RY 


indſor, Earl of Cardigan, (now Duke of Montagu) 
Chelſea Hoſpital, Sir Robert Rich, died Feb. 1, 1768, : 
was ſucceeded by Gen, Moſtyn, who was ſucceeded 
Gen. (now Sir Geo.) Howard, K. B. 
LIEUTENANTS, &c.. IN ENGLAND, 
Bedford, Duke of Bedford. Succeeded at his death, in | 
1771, by the Ear] of Upper Offory 
Berks, Duke of St. Albans. Succeeded, „176, 
by Lord Vere; and in July 19, 1771, Duke of St. Alb; 
Was again appointed | 
Butks, Earl Temple, Succeeded, Ma '1763, by Le 
Le Deſpencer g | guy fa bt 1 
Cambridge, Viſcount Royſton, now Earl of Hardwicke WF" 
Cheſter, Earl Cholmondeley. Died June 10, 1770, and\ by 
ſucceeded by his grandſon, the preſent Earl Cholmonde e 
Cornwall, Lord Edgcumbe f | 
Cumberland, Earl of Egremont, Cuſt. Rot. Died Aug, WW 
1763, and was ſucceeded by Sir James Lowther, ſi 


* 


appointed Ld. Lieut. 7 
Derby, Duke of Devonſhire, Feb. 21, 1763, Marquis"! 
Granby appointed in his room; and June 17, 1766, 17 


George Cavendiſh 
Devon, Duke of Bedford, Succeeded at his death, in Hu. 
1771, by Earl Powlett "£07 
Dorſet, Earl of Shafteſbury. - Died "April 21, 1771, 
was ſucceeded, June 7, following, by Lord Digby 
Durham, Biſhop of Durham, Cuſt. Rot, Earl of Darli 

ton, Lord Lieut. 
Eſſex, Earl of Rochford 
Gleucefter, Lord Chedworth. Succeeded in 1763, byN 
Berkeley, eſq. afterwards Lord Boterourt , and on Jul 
1766, the Earl of Berkeley was appointed 
Hereford, Viſcount Bateman | 
Hrtford, Earl Cowper. Died Sept. 18, 1764; 0d. 
1764, Earl of Eſſex was appointed; and Mar, 1, 1 
"Viſcount Cranburn, now Earl of Saliſbury, vice the! 
of Eſſex | | | 
Huntingdon, Duke of Mancheſter, who died May 10,1 
and was ſucceeded by the preſent Duke of Mancheſter 
Kent, Duke of Dorſet. Died Feb. 9, 1769. The pte 
Puke of Dorſet is now Lord Lieut, 


hk jt 
Lircofter, Lord Strange, Died June 1, 1771, and was ſuc- 
ceeded, July 19 following, by the Earl of Derby. 
icefter, Duke of Rutland i , 
mcoln, Duke of Ancaſter 5 died in 1778, and ſucceeded, 
by the preſent Duke | 
liddleſex, Duke of Newcaſtle. Succeeded, 1763, by the 
karl (nd Duke) of Northumberland 
arent, T. Morgan, eſq. At preſent, the Duke of Beaufort 
Brfolks Earl of Orford | - 
bam pton, Earl of Halifax. Died June 8, 1771, and 
on July 19, 1771, Earl of Northampton appolnted i 
bumberland, Earl of Northumberland, (now Duke) 
tingham, Duke of Newcaſtle, Succeeded, Jan. 10, 1763, 
by the late Duke of Kingſton ; Sept. 7, 1765, late Duke 
of Newcaſtle; and on Dec. 16, 2568, the preſent Duke 
of Newcaſtle appointed 
Wird, Duke of Marlbotough 
land, Earl of Exeter; at preſent, the Earl of Winchelſea. 
b Earl Powis. Sücceeded 176 , by the Earl of Bath, 
who died July 8, 1754, and was ſucceeded, Aug. 17, 
1764, by Earl Pawis, who died in 1772, and was ſuccee- 
ded, Oct. 9, 1772, by Lord Clive who died in 1774, 
and was ſucceeded in 1775 by his ſon, Loid Clive 
Inerſ2r, Earl Powlett. Died Nov, 3, 1764, and Nov. 30, 
1764, Earl of Thomond appointed, who died in 1774, 
and was ſucceeded by Lord North 
hampton, Duke of Bolton. Died 1765, and was ſuccee- 
ied by the Marquis of Caernarvon ; and on Aug. 21, 1764, 
the Earl of Northington was appointed; and on Jan. 23, 
1771, the Marquis of Cacrnarvon (now Duke of Chandos) 
vas again appointed . | 
ford, Earl Gower | 
Fell, Duke of Grafton. Succeeded, Feb. 8, 1763, by 
Lord Maynard; and on June 3, 1769, Duke of Grafton 
rain appointed 
rey, Lord Onſlow, died ia 1776, George Lord Onſlow 
ſex, Duke of Richmond, appointed Oct. 18, 1763 
wick, Karl of Hertford 
nereland, Sir James Lowther 
its, Earl of Pembroke 
mefter, Earl of Coventry © 3 

ure, Weſt Riding, Marquis of Rockingham. * Succees 
& in 1762 by the Earl 4 Huntingdon; and on Aug. 

. 373 


EN 
17, 1765, the Marg. of Rockingham was again appoin: 
Ditto, North Riding, Earl of Holderneſſe, Lord Lieut NI. 
quis of Rockingham, Cuſt. Rot. re- appointed Aug. | 
1765; at preſent, Earl Fauconberg, lord lieutenant, yi 
Earl of Holderneſſe | 
"Ditto, Eaſt Riding. Earl of Holderneſle, died in 275 
Marquis of Carmarthen appcinted 
* Tower Hamlets, Earl Cornwallis, who died in 1762. Succe 
ded by the late Lord Berkeley of Stratton, and on D 
8, 1770, the preſent Earl Cornwallis was appointed 
OFFICERS OF STATE IN SCOTLAND. 
Lord Juſtice General. 
Marquis of Tweedale (late) ar 
Apr. 16, 1763, Duke of Queenſbury, vice Marquis 
Tweedale, deceaſed 
In 1778 the Duke of Queenſbury died, and Lord Sto 
mont was appointed, 
Keeper ef the Great-Seal. 
Archibald, Hare) Duke of Argyll 
May, 1761, Duke of Queenſbury 
April 16, 1763, James, Duke of Athol, vice Duke 
Queenſbury | 
Jan. 28, 1764, Earl of Marchmont, vice Duke of Ath 
. deceaſed 
Lord Privy Seal. 


pt 


James (late) Duke of Athol Che 

Apr. 16, 1763, Rt. Hon. J. S. Mackenzie, vice Dukeof Ati 
Apr. 30, 1765, Ld, F. Campbell, vice J. Stuart Macken! 
Nov. 5, 1765, Earl of Breadalbane, vice Ld. Fred. Camp vic 
Aug 30, 1766, Jas. Stuart Mackenzie, vice the Earl I kit 

| Breadalbane 
Lord Regiter. \ : 
0 


Earl of Morton (late) 
1768, Lord Fr . Campbell, vice late Ld. Mc . 
Lord Preſident of Police. 

Earl of Marchmont 
Jan. 28, 1764, Lord Cathcart, vice Earl of Marchmc 
— 1776, Lord March, (now Duke of Queenſbv! 

vice Lord Cathcart 
Vice Admirah, 

"Earl Finlater - LT 
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ec. 22, 1764, J, Earl of Hyndford, vice the Earl of Finlater- 
g. 30, 1766, James, Earl of March, vice the Earl of 
Hyndford 
MA 1776, Earl of Breadalbane, vice Lord March 
Secretary to He Order of the Thiſtle. 
George Drummond, eſq. 
br, 13, 1765, Sir H. Erſkine, vice G. Drummond, eſq. 
MH 1765, George Dempſter, eſq. for life, vice Sir- 
Harry Erſkine 
OFFICERS OF. STATE IN IRELAND. 
Lord Lieutenant 
Duke of Bedford - | 
ir. 20, 1761, Earl of Halifax 
br. 20, 1763, Duke of Northumberland 
it, 30, 1765, Viſcount Weymouth 
us. I, 1765, Earl of Hertford 
ot, 26, 1766, Earl of Briſtol 
luz, 12, 1967, Lord Viſcount Townſhend 
It, 0, 1772, Earl Harcourt | 
ec. 18, 1776, Earl of Buckinghamſhire 
Kt, 13, 1780, Earl of Carliſle 
Clerk of the Pells. 
Ceorge Dodington (afterwards Lord Melcombe) 
z, Rt. Hon, Henry Fox (afterwards Lord Holland) for 
life, and alſo for the lives of his two ſons, Stephen and 
Charles James, died in 1774, and ſucceeded: by his eldeſt 
ſon Stephen, late Lord Holland, who alſodied in 1774, and 
vas ſucceeded by his brother the Hon. Cha. James Fox, 
whorefigned Oct. 1775, and was ſucceeded by Charles Jen» 
Kinſon, efq. 
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Joint Vice Treaſurers. 
| of Sandwich, Rt. Hon. Welbore Ellis, Right Hon. 
Robert Nugent (now Lord Clare) 
Ks, 1762, Rt. Hon. Rich. Rigby, vice Welbore Ellis 
b. 19, 1763, Rt. Hon. J. Oſwald, vice Earl of Sandwich 
ly 12, 1765, Rt. Hon. Welbore Ellis, vice Ld. Clare 
. 20, 1765, Right Hon. Lord George Sackville (now 
Germain) vice Richard Rigby 
% 1766, Right Hon, James Grenville, vice Lord 
| George Sackville 
w 1766, Right Hon, Iſaac Barre, vice Welb. Ellis 
, 1768, Rt. Hon. Richard Rigby, vice James Oſwald 
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June 14, 2768, Lord Clare, vice Rigby 

| Lord Edgcumbe, vice Iſaae Barr& 

Feb. 2, 1770, Right Hon. Wel, Ellis, vice Jas. Grenville 

Dec. 8, 1772, Right Hon. Charles Jenkinion, vice Lor 
* | | 
Oct. 1775, Right Hon, H. Flood, vice C. Tenkinſon 

1777, Rt. Hon. Ch. Townſhend, vice Welbore El! 
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Biſheps — = 
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Chancellor, Lo-) — HS" m - 
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Wales, Prince —_— 
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ſe of rbe Borough of ABIX GDR Petitioner, Nathanie! 
Bayley, Eſq.—Sitting Member, Jobn Mayor, Eſq. 

The caſe was, that Mr. Mayor at the time of the election 
s high ſheriff for the county of Berks, and he returned 
linſelf duly elected, in manifeſt prejudice of the petitioner, 
ho being the only candidate capable of being eleQed, was 
ly choſen, and ought to have been returned. There were 
wo points therefore in this caſe : 1. Whether the high ſhe- 
mf of a county may be choſen to ſerve in parliament for a 
rough within his county? 2. Whether, if he is not eligible, 
n ſuch notice as was given in the preſent caſe, the votes for 
lim are thrown away, and the other candidate who had a 
fmaller number of legal votes duly elected, or whether it is 2 
vid election? 3 

The counſel for the petitioner argued, that by an expreſs 
zuſe in the writ of election, the choice of ſheriffs is prohi- 
ed, and they quoted ſeveral eminent authorities, Sir Simon 
DEwes, Mr. Hakewell, Lord Chief Juſtice Hale, Mr. Juſ- 
ice Blackſtone, &c. to move that it had been conſtantly the 
by of parliament to prohibit ſheriffs from being choſen either 
fr county or borough within the county. The counſel for 
the fitting member ſaid that the authority of civil writ was 
queſtionable, but it was not ſo with political writs. They 
ther teſtify, and particularly the writs of election, the ty- 
rnny of our kings and the arbitrary power they aſſumed in 
ber periods of the conſtitution, than afford any evidence of 
tte law. And they ſhewed that there were many directions 
u the writ which were not complied with. If the prohibition 
rre ſtrictly to be adhered to, a ſheriff for one county could 
vt be choſen knight of the ſhire for another; but that would 
it be aſſerted in the preſent day; then if they are eligible 
th other county, why ſhould they not be for boroughs in 

ir OWN, | 
The Committee decided, that neither the fitting member 
Ie — were duly elected, and that the election 
Ws void, | 


baſe of the city and crunty of the city of BR1STOL -Peti- 
tiers, — Bricklade, Eſq. certain Freebolders and 
free burgeſſes of the city and county of the city of BIS TOT. 
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4 1 Henry Cruger the younger, Eſq. and Edmi 
2474 2. 28 _— eee ö bat it 


The petitions ſet forth that the election was holden on things a 
th of October, and that at the election the petitioner, Men t 
Bricklade, together with Robert Craggs, Lord Viſcoui 


Clare, of the kingdom of Ireland, and Henry Cruger th 
younger, Eſq. and no other perſons, were candidates; that 
poll was then demanded for each of the three candidates, pre 
ceeded upon and adjourned to the following day; that on t 
ſucceeding day, Lord Clare declined proceeding on the poll 
and that Mr. Bricklade, the petitioner, having that day a mi 
Jority of votes, ought to have been declared duly elected, an 
to have been returned; but that Edmund Burke, Eſq. was « 
the ſame day, the 8th of October, firſt named a candidate 
that the ſherifts afterwards on the 10th of October, and nc 
before, awarded a poll to be taken for Mr. Burke, notwi 
ſtanding the proteſtation of Mr. Bricklade, and many of th 
electors, to the con "THAN , * 2 

That, in order 4 4G the election, many perſons we 
admitted to the freedom of the city, after the date and ifſui 
forth of the writ, to poll for Mr. Burke and Mr. Cruger. 
That divers perſons not legally admitted to this freedom, n 
having any right to vote, were admitted to poll for Mr. Bur 
and Mr. Cruger; and that Mr. Burke and. Mr. Cruger, 
themſelves, and their agents and others by their privity a 
direction, befort and during the poll, were guiſty of bribe 

From theſe allegations, it appeared that there were ſever 
queſtions in the caſe. 

1. Whether a perſon may be elected who becomes ac 
didate on a day ſubſequent to that on which the election w 
appointed to be holden, and on which the poll commenced ? 

2. Whether perſons admitted to the freedom of the city « 
Briſtol after the date and iſſuing of the writ for the electiq; ion 
of members of parliament for that city, have a right to vo8Wfierlons t 
at ſuch election? bn of 2 

3. Whether Mr. Burke and Mr. Cruger, or either of then 
were guilty of bribery ? 

The committee proceeded to the diſcuſſion of the firſt 
theſe queſtions, and after hearing the arguments of coun: 
pro and con, declared Mr. Burke was eligible, Men a | 

They then proceeded to the remainder of the caſe, I 


Houſe had made no determination on the right of * 
| riſtol 
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bcito!; but it ſeemed to be taken for granted on both fides, 
hat it is © in the freeholders, having freeholds of forty ſhil- 
ngs a year, and the free burgefles.” To prove that it had 
xn the cuſtom not to admit perſons made free after the 
tte, ſeveral witneſſes were called, and many arguments 
ated, which were anſwered by the counſel for the fitting 
embers; and an attempt was made to ſupport, the allega- 
uns of bribery : they ſaid that a number of gentlemen paid 
be fees of admiſſion for the new freemen, with money raiſed 
yr ſubſcription for that purpoſe, but neither of the candidates 
ad ſubſcribed or paid any of that money. This charge was 
ſwered by an aſſertion that as there was no proof of bribery 
ught home to them, no condition had been annexed to the 
ment of their fees of admiſſion; they were not bound to 
for the fitting members upon that account; it was there- 
we perfectly innocent on the part of thoſe who had done it; 
t there had been no proof attempted of any money being 
ud by the fitting members for admiſſion fees. 
The committee declared the two fitting members to be duly 
ted. 


— 


ſe of the Borough of BxDpror D.—Petitioners, Samuel 
Whitbread, Eſq. and John Howard, Eſq. certain bur- 
gels, freemen and inhabitants, heing freebolders of Bed- 
ford, and electors for that borough.—Sitting members, Sir 
William Wake, Bart. and Robert Sparrow, Eſq. 
The petition of Mr. Whitbread and Mr. Howard contained” 
charge of bribery againſt the ſitting members; and the other 
tion alledged, that the mayor, aldermen, and other offi- 
trs of the borough, had, previous to the election, got a ma- 
rity of pretended electors under their own influence, with a 
tien to render the election ſubſervient to the will of the cor- 
ation : that they had corruptly made offers to one or more 
lons to procure them to be elected members, in conſidera- 
on of a large ſum of money to be paid to them; and that 
Pin Cawne, John Roſe, and Thomas Howard, the returning 
Acers, had been guilty of corrupt, partial, and illegal practices. 
The lat determination of the Houſe on the right of election 
Bedford is on the 12th April, 1690. The difference be- 
Men a burgeſs and a freeman in Bedford is, that all the ſons 
a burgeſs are entitled to be burgeſſes, and only the eldeſt ſon 
i freeman is entitled to be a freeman. The magiſtrates * 
al 
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all choſen out of the burgeſſes. There were ſeveral queſtio 
in this caſe upon the conſtruction of the laſt determinatioi 
1 Point. The counſel for the petitioners contended, th 
the expreſſion © being houſeholders of Bedford,” was to 
applied as well to the burgeſies and freemen as to the. inhab 
tants; er, in other words, that non-reſident burgeſſes ar 
freemen have no right to vote. After hearing the argumen 
on both ſides, the committee came to a reſolution, “ that 
their opinion the words being houſeholders of Baufor 
contained in the reſolution of the Houſe of Commons, 
12 April, 1690, do not refer to the burgeſſes and freeme 
but to the inhabitants only.” 
2d Point. The petitioners contended, that all the non- 
fident freemen and burgeſſes were honorary and occafinn 
On this the committee declared, that they were clear 
their opinion, that the objection of occaſionality did not! 
ainſt freemen made above a year before the election 
hey did not determine on the point of honorary freemen. 
The next point was, whether perſons having received of 
charity called Harpur's charity, within a year before the ele 
tion, were entitled to vote, or whether they were diſqualif 
under the words receiving a/ms. After hearing the argumen 
of both ſides, and referring to the acts and precedents, “t 
committee were of opinion, that perſons receiving Sir Wi 
ham Harpur's charity are not thereby diſqualified, wit 
the meaning of the determination of 12 April, 1690, fro 
yoting for members of parliament for Bedford.” 
- The next point was, that thirty-ſix votes ſhould be added 
the poll of the petitioners, who had been rejected been 
they had come into the pariſhes where they reſided in Bedtc 
with certificates from other pariſhes, This was agreed 
They then proceeded to trace bribery on the ſitting membe 
The 1 the ſitting members objected to the vote: 
1. Perſons having received Hawes's charity. 2. Perſons: 
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ing received Welborn's charity. 3. The maſter and breth 
of an hoſpital called St. John's Hoſpital, 4. Freemen 
had received pariſh relief within the year. And 5. Freen 
who had an inchoate right to their freedom, but were adm 
ted in a particular manner, different from the cuſtomary 
of admiſſion for ſuch freemen, and within a year before! 
election. On theſe heads the committee determined, 1+ J 
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the perſons receiving Hawes's charity were not diſqualified, 
2. That their receiving Welborn's charity were diſqualified, 
That the maſter and brethren of St. John's Hoſpital were 
not diſqualified. 4. That the word a/ms, in the reſolution 
of 1690, refers to burgeſſes and freemen as well as to it habi- 
unts houſeholders of Bedford. And 5. That the fix perſons 
who tendered their votes at the laſt election for Bedford, be- 
ug admitted within the twelvemonth by the common council, 
had not a right to vote. 

And finally, having corrected the polls by theſe ſeveral reſo- 
tions, they determined that Sir William Wake, Bart, one 
of the fitting members, and Samuel Whitbread, Efq. one of 
the petitioners, were duly elected. 


Caſe of the Borough of Cr1cxL ADE. —Petitioners, Samuel 
Peach, Eſq. and Fohn Dewar, Eſq. 
A vacancy having happened in the borough in the month 
of Deceraber after the general election, by the death of Mr. 
Earle, a new writ was ordered out, and Mr. Dewar and Mr. 
Peach were both returned by the ſame indenture. Mr. Dewar's 
petition ſet forth, that he had a great majority of legal votes; 
but that, notwithſtanding, the returning officer, Thomas 
Cater, had returned Mr. Peach along with the petitioner. 
Mr. Peach in h's petition ſet forth, that on the ſecond day of 
the election, as the returning officer, the candidates, and 
dlectors, were proceeding to the place of polling, a riot com- 
nenced, which obliged the returning officer immediately to 
loſe the poll, when only forty-one out of near two hundred 
perſons entitled to vote had given their ſuffrages; and that on 
dat account Mr. Dewar and the petitioner were returned. 
That the petitioner was by reaſon thereof prevented from re- 
eving the ſuffrages of a large majority of the electors— That 
Mr, Dewar, or his agents, had, by entertainments and feaſts 
laly given at their expence to the electors, endeavoured to 
pocure votes, and had kept the borough in continual riot, 
malt, and diſſipation. | 
The returning officer was in the intereſt of Peach, and he 
vw attended by a barriſter retained by Peach, who dictated to 
lim in every inſtance. The counſel ſaid he was guided entirely 
V one King, a blackſmith, as to the right of the ſeveral voters 
o preſented themſelves. It was attempted to be morn 
c 


1891 
_ that Peach's friends and the returning officer had aęrted, th 
if any diſturbance ſhould happen, and Peach be a-head, the 
would cloſe the poll inftantly, and make 2 ſingle return. 0 
the ſecond day a fort of ſculiic happened at the church doo 
between Mr. Herbert, a member of tne Houſe of Common 
and Mr. Benſon, a merchant in London. Benſon puſke 
Herbert from the door as he endeavoued to enter, on whic 
Herbert collared him. The ſcuffle continuing, ſeveral 
each's friends cried out, © a riot! a riot!“ On this th 
counſel for the returning officer directed him to cloſe the pci 
which he did, and they left the church together, a'thcus 
earneſtly entreated by Dewar and his friends to remain, Thi 
witneſſes for Mr. Dewar ſwore, that there was not any thiry 
like a riot or diſturbance, ſufficient to terrify any reaſonabl 
man. When the poll was cloſed, Mr. Herbert went to th 
returning officer, and intreated him to renew it, promiſing t 
give any ſecurity he ſhouid require, that he would not male. 
Benſon, nor occaſion any diſturbance ; and defiring, if i 
were thought neceſſary, that both Benſon and he might b 
committed till the election Mould be over. But the returnin 
officer and his counſel abſolutely refuſed to open the pol 
again. On this, the electors in the intereſt of Mr, Dewar wen 
and gave their voices for him before a confrable ; Mr. Peack 
friends being apprized of this poli, but none of them came. 
After hearing the arguments of the counſel, the committe 
after long deliberation, reſolved that the corftable's po 
Gould not be given in evidence, nor parole evidenct be admit 
ted to prove what perſons polled before the conſtable, And 
finally, they determined, that neitner Mr. Peach, nor Mr 
Dewar were duly returned, and that the election for the bo 
rough of Cricklade was a void election. ; 


Second Caſe of the Borough of Cr1cxLADE. Petitioner 
. Six perſons on the bebalf of themſelves and others, electer 
of the 2 berough.——Fourteen perſons on behalf cf then 
ſelves and others, electors of the ſaid borough.—iting 
member, Samuel Peach, Eſ7. 

The petitions tated, that he returning officers had adtec 
with the groſſeſt partiality. The fix electors complained 
that they and many others, duly qualified, offered to g 
their votes for John Dewar, Eſq. but were rejected by the re 
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ming officer - both the petitions ſtated that many votes 
ere partially admitted for Mr. Peach, which ſtood preciſely 
a the ſame predicament with many, which he rejected, when 
fered for Mr. Dewar; and that he admited many for Mr. 
Peach who had no right to vote. There is no determina- 
ton of the houſe, on the right of election in this borough, 
it the following entry ſtands, „22 Feb. 1695-6, Colonel 
ranvite reports from the committee of privileges and 
tections, that it was agreed, that the right of election for 
Cücklade, was in the treeholders, copyholders, and leaſe- 
plders, for not leſs than three years.” The counſel for the 
etitioners contended, that the boundaries of the borough ex- 
ended beyond the line adopted on the part of the fitting mem- 
ky, and that ſeven houſes for which votes had been tendered 
n favour of Dewar, and rejected on the ground of their being 
ithout, are within the boundaries. On the other fide again 
t was urged, that the true limits of the borough excluded 
tele ſeven houſes, Particular evidence was gone into to aſ- 
ertain the boundaries. The next part urged by the counſel 
br the petitioners was, that it was not neceſſary that the 
wuſes for which votes were claimed, ſhould either be ancient 
vaſes, or built on ancient ſcites, but that a ſufficient eſtate 
my houſe within the borough gave a right to vote. This 

denied by the other fide—they ſaid, that only ancient 
bouſes, or houſes build on ancient ſcites, gave a right to vote. 
Many witneſſes were called, who proved that they had never 
efore this election heard a diſtinction made between new and 
{ houſes. The third point urged by the counſel for the 
titioners was, © that leaſeholders for a term of three years 
ir more, determinable on a life or lives, and perſons having a 
e for that or a longer time granted by leflors, who have 
demſelves leaſes for three or more years, but determinable on 
life or lives, have a right to vote.” This was admitted by 
te counſel for the fitting member, after having heard the 
dence, It was then contended, that refidence of 40 days 
ore the election was neceſſary to give a perſon a title to 
ite, Witneſſes were called to prove, that this was under- 
od to be the uſage. After this, they entered into evidence 
prove the groſs partiality of the returning officer, and to 
ding home a charge of bribery on the fitting member. After 
wing the arguments on both ſides, tut” 
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the following reſolution : Reſolved, * That it is the opii 
of this committee, that the right of voting for membeM;1cth« 
to ſerve in parliament, for the borough of Cricklade, in t 
county of Wilts, is, in the inhabitants poſſeſſing houſes wit! 
in the ſaid borough, who are freeholders, copyholders, or leaſe 
holders, for any term not leſs than three years, or for any ſu, 
termy or greater term, determinable on a life or lives; ſuch fres 
holder, copyholder, or leaſeholder, having been in the occ 
pation of the houſe, for which he may claim to vote, fori . m. 
days preceeding any election.“ | 

. Reſolved, That it is the opinion of this committee, th: 
the ſeven houſes above-mentioned are within the boundary « 
the ſaid borough. 

By theſe reſolutions, all the points of the petitioners v 
granted, and a majority was eſtabliſhed for Mr. Dewar 
The counſel for the fitting member ſaid, they would give th 
committee no farther trouble. They then determined thi 
John Dewar, Eſq. was duly elected, and ought to have bet 
returned. 


Caſe of the Borough of DoxcurtsTERe—Petitioners, A 
. thoany Chapman, Eſq. ſeveral inhabitants and eleFors 
_ the borough of Dorchefter —Sitting Members, Willis 
Ewar, Eſq. and Fobn Damer, Ey. 

_ The petitions ſet forth, in general, that the petitioner ha 
a majority of legal votes, and ought to have been returned 
and alledged ſpecially—that divers - perſons were admitted t 
vote, who were neither © inhabitants, nor occupiers of re: 
eſtates within the borough,” and had no right. The | 
determination of the right of election in the borough was 18t 
May, 1720. © Reſolved, That the right of eieCting bu 
geſſes to ſerve in parliament for the borough of Dorcheſte 
in the county of Dorſet, is in the inhabitants of the (at 
borough, paying to church and poor in reſpect of their pt 
{ ſonal eſtates; and in ſuch perſons as pay to church and pod 
in reſpect of their real eſtates within the ſaid borough.” 
The counſel for the petitioners contended, that the laſt 

for the determination means only, ** ſuch as are occupiers ( 
real eftates within the boroughz and in reſpe& thereof, p 
to church and poor.” The counſel for the litting mem 
bers contended, that it means ( ners of real eſtates with 
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de boroughy paying in reſpect thertof to church and poor, 
whether ſuch real eſtates are in their "own occupation or 
t. he uſage fince 1720 was admitted to be in favour 
out- voters The counſel for the petitioners contended, that 
the poor-rate, and church-rate, is a tax upon inhabitants or 
&cupiers only, and not upon landlotds, and the votes in Dor- 
teſter have always been intitled, “ RZ.2s on the ſeveral 
# occupiers of lands, houſes, & In 1772, an attempt 
ws made to alter the words in the title, and to make it run, 
Rates on the ſeveral ozuners or occupiers, &c.“ but theſe 
words were reſcinded at the veſtry holden for the purpoſe, and 
the cuſtomary title reſtored, On the other ſide it was con- 
nded, that the reſolution in 1720 did not mention perſons 
ated or rateable, but perſons paying to church and poor. In 
Dorcheſter, as in moſt other places, the eſtabliſhed uſage is, 
hat the ow: er pays the poor- rte; 41d when there is reaſon to 
yprehend the occupier to be in danger of becoming chargeable 
b the parith, they frequently rate the owner.—It was the 
me alſo with reſpe& to the church-rate, for the purpoſe of 
ſupporting or repairing the edifice. Dorcheſter, they ſaid, 
a borough by preſcription, and the determination of 1720 
nuſt be confidered as a declaration of the preſcriptive right of 
lection. It ought not, therefore, to be inſtructed with any 
ference to the ſtatute of Queen Elizabeth; 

The counſel having cloſed their arguments on the meaning 
the laſt determination, the committee came to the follow- 
by reſolution :——Reſolved, © That it is the opinion of this 
bmmittee that, purſuant to the laſt determination of the 
flouſe of Commons, ſuch perſons as pay to the church and 
dor, in reſpect of their real eſtates within the borough of 
Dorcheſter, in the county of Dorſet, though not inha- 
mts or occupiers, were intitled to vote at the laſt elec- 
hon of burgeſſes to ſerve in parliament for the ſaid bo- 
du.“ The committee then decided, that the two fit-- 
Ins members were duly elected. a 
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boſe of the Borough of DER Y.— Petit ioners, Daniel Parker 

"Cote, E.. ſeveral elcfors of Derby—Sitting Member, 

Jobn Giſborne, Eſq. 

Mr. Coke, in his petition, ſet forth, that he was elected 

treat majority of legal voters, but that the Mayor, by re- 
| . A. itt 2 jecting 


| _ - petitioners argued, that by the expreſs proviſion of the ch 


OP OT RE Coca. 8 HE 
Jecting the votes of many perſons who had an undoubted rig 
fo poll, and who tendered: their votes for him, and by ac 
tmitting for Mr. Giſborne the votes of divers perſons who be 
no Htht, the ſitting member was returned. The other pe 
tion ſet forth, that the petitioners: and divers others, hart 
a lawful and undoubted right to the freedom of the ſaid be 
rough, had claimed ts be admitted previous to the electio 
and were, by the mayor and divers aldermen refaſed, | 
though ſeveral perſons under the like cireumſtances had beg 
admitted. There is no determination of the right of electic 
in Derby, by the Houſe, of Commons; but the council « 
both fides agreed, that every member of the corporation has 
right to vote. The numbers on the poll were, 
For Mr. Giſborne— 343 

For Mr. Coke © w—— 329 


— — 


i Majority, x 14 
but the counſel for the petitionet propoſed to add 42 tot 
poll of Mr. Coke, &c. 26, who being entitled to their fre 


dom, had demanded admiſſion before the election, and ha intitle 
ing been refuſed, had tendered their votes at the poll, in aequ: 
your of Mr. Coke; 12 under the fame circumſtances, H ur 
who had demanded to be admitted on different occaſions, counſe 
Four who had their freedom, but whoſe votes were oil de tie 
jected by the Mayor. They alſo propoſed to ſtrike off poll, 1 
from the poll in the fitting members 5 who lived in Der . — 


Hofpital—3 for having received pariſh relia&—13 honor 
durgeſſes admitted within the year—3 Who bad been admit 
durgeſſes under tie title of ſervitude, without having ferveg 


ſeven years apprenticeſhip—2 who were never admitted uſe of 
their freedom. ut it was only neteſſary for the committee Hal, 
hezr evidence and decide concerning the votes of the 26, r þ 
claiming by antecedent titles, had demanded admiſſion tot Sth 

| freedom, and having been refuſed, had tendered their vc he 
Sr Mr. Coke. The diſpute was about the mode ef te at 
Imiſſion— their ptetenfions were agreed to.— I h: counſel for 3m 


we perſons appointed to admit freemen, are the mayor 
rec aſdermen· On the part of My. Giſborne, it was de 


Wat this Was the * of admiſſion. The clauſe in 
nen diff ſuck a mode, and che committee 


* 


1 


11 


this point reſolved, c that the clauſes in the charter, which 
have been produced to the committee, have not ſo eſtabliſhad 
the mode of admiſſion of the freemen of this borough as to 
exclude other evidence.” When this long courſe of evidence 
was gone into, to prove, in the firſt place, that it was uſual to 
admit the burgeſſes at a common hall, and this uſage was au- 
thorized by a bye-law, made on the roth of December, 17433 
but, in the year 1772, the charter having been examined by 
bme lawyers he conſtrued the clauſe mentioned by the pe- 
ttioners to mean what they had ſtated it, and from that 
xexiod, till about the time of the election, freemen had been 
ximitted by the mayor and aldermen. Upon this the counſel 
for the petitioners argued, that if the conſtitution was not as 
they had apprehended, ſtill, as it was univerſally underſtood 
at that time to be the conſtitution of the borough, having 
wplied to thoſe who were at leaſt the proper perions to ad- 
miniſter the preliminary oaths—having been promiſed their 
amiſſions put off from time to time—and at laſt refuſed by 
'the mayor, with a view to deprive them of their votes, (he 
knowing them to be in the intereſt of Mr. Coke)—they were 
intitled to be put upon the poll. Of theſe aſſertions very 
atequate proof was brought, and their pretenſions were alſo 
enquired into. On which, after hearing the arguments of 
counſel, the committee reſolved, “ that all the 27 voters in 
que tion, except William Sale, ought to be added to the 
poll,” and, after this, the ſitting member having faid, by 
kis counſel, he would give the committee no farther trouble, 
the petitioner was declared to be duly elected, and ought to 
lave been returned. * 


aſe of the Borough of Down Ton.—Petitioners, Sir Philip 
Hales, Bart. and Jobn Cooper, Eſq. certain freebolders of 
the borough ef Down ToN.—Againft, Thomas Duncombe, 
Eſq. KS Thomas Dummer, Eſq. fitting members, 
The petitidn Tet forth} that ſeveral — were allowed to 
vote at the late election of burgeſſes for this place, who had 
Fo right, by which means a pretended majority was procured 
in favour of the fitting members, and they were returned, 
though the petitioners, Hales and Cooper, had a clear ma- 
Jotity of legal votes. y of * 
There is no determination of the Houſe of the right of 
| | H 2 __ election 
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election of this borough. Both fides conſidered it to be « 
perſons having a freehold intereſt in burgage tenements, holde 
{by a certain rent, fealty, and ſuit of court, of the Biſhop 
Wincheſter, who is lord of the borough, and paying releaſe « 
deſcent, and fines on alienation,” | 
: The. numbers on the poll were 


| For Mr. Duncombe 22 
50 Mt. Dummer 22 
Mr. Cooper 11 

Sir Philip Hales 10 


The counſel for the petitioners objected to nineteen or twer 
of the voters for the fitting members; one general objectie 
which applied to moſt of them was occaſionality. Mr. Du 
combe was proprietor of near two thirds of the burgage ten 
ments in Downton——It was proved that in 1768 he had mat 
conveyances to ſome of the voters; but the deeds had remair 


ed ever ſince in his hands; the occupiers had continued 


pay their rents to him, and ſtill conſidered him as their lan 
lord. 
thoſe conveyances, nor of the payment of the alienatior fine 
The conveyances to others appeared to have been made aft 
the writ and precept had iſſued, ſome of them being broug 
wet to the poll. The grantees did not know where the lan 
lay, and one man produced at the poll a grant for which 
claimed a vote, which, on examination, appeared to be ma 
to another perſon; the conſideration in them all was five ſhi 
Ungs; the rent twenty ſhillings a year; they were by lea 
and releaſe, for life, with a clauſe of re-entry, if the grants 
ſhould aſſign without the conſent of the granter. Theſe k: 
of votes were called faggots. The petitioners, contended, th 
the votes in. queſtion were cotourable, fradulent and void, bo 
dy the common law of parliament, and the ſtatute of Willie 
III. commonly called the Splitting Act. Beſide the gener 
obdjection of occaſionality, fourteen of the votes for the ſitt 
members were impeached, for reaſons drawn from the natu 
of burgage tenements; they defined a burgage to be“ 0: 
- undivided and indiviſible tenement, clearly deſcribed, neithe 
created nor capable of being created, within time of memo 
which has immemorially given a right of voting.“ It u. 
ſhewn that by the pipe-roll of 1458, the amount of all ! 
+durgazes, half-burgages, and guarter-burgages in the boroug! 


There were no entries on the court-rolis of 1768 « 


rough 
Þlitti 
electic 
the ſa; 
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is ſtated to be 126 and three quarters, amounting to 6l. 6s, 
2d. the rent for the whole of a burgage is one ſhilling, for 
half a burgage ſixpence, and for a quarter of a -burgage three- | 
pence; a quarter of a burgage, and a balf of a burgage are 
technical terms, and not expreſſive of the fourth parts or the | 
halves of whole burgages, but of diſtin and ſeparate tene- 
ments of various extent, and apparently ſo called, becauſe the 
quit-rents they pay to the Lord are halves or quarters of what 
whole burgages pay; they proved that theſe fourteen votes 
were not antient quarters of burgages carrying immemorially 
aright. of voting, but for quarters of burgages attempted to be 
carved out of longer tenements. | | 

After hearing the arguments of Counſel on both fides, re- 
ſolved, That Thomas Duncombe, Eſq. and Thomas Dum- 
mer, Eſq. were not duly elected; and that Sir Philip Hales, 
Bart, and John Cooper, Eſq. ought to have been returned the 


burgeſſes for the borough. g 


Caſe of the Borough of HAaSLEMERE Petitioners, William 
Burke Eſq. and Henry Kelly, Eſq. certain inhabitants, 
freebolders and legal voters of the 3 of HASLEMERE. 
—Sitting members, Thomas More Molyneux, Eſq. Sir 
Meyrick Burrel, Bart. | | 
The firſt petition ſtated, that the two fitting members had 

deen guilty of undue and illegal practices that votes had been 
admitted, though not legal, for the fitting members; and 
that the majority of legal votes were in favour of the peti- 
tioners. The other petition ſtated, that Haſlemere is a bo- 
rough by preſcription, and that of late years, the practice of 
hlitting and dividing freeholds within the ſaid borough, for 
election purpoſes, hath prevailed to fo great a degree, that if 
the ſame is nor remedied, the conſtitution of the faid borough 
wuld be ſubyerted. It ſtated many illegal inſtances of voting 
in favour of the fitting members. 

The lait determination of the Houſe of the right of elec- 
ton was on May 20, 1661. This was explained by a reſo- 
lution of the Houſe on the 24th April 1755. t 
The counſel for the petitioners objected to 47 out of 611 of 
de voters for the ſitting members. To 35 as voting for te- 
tements ſplit within the meaning of the ſtatute of K. William. 
r as claiming their right from frecholds without the manor. 
H 3 Orne 
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One his property being leaſehold. Two as having no intereſſ 
dut a rent reſerved as a term. Three as not having freeholds 

A variety of evidence and argument was gone into on the 
heads, but as the committee did not come to ſeparate teſolu 
tions on the ſeveral queſtions, we cannot ſtate what the poin 
was on which the diviſion turned. They declared the tut 
ſitting members to be duly elected. | 


. 


Caſe of the Borough of Hin DoNJ—Petirioners, James Ca 
tborpe, Ef and Richard Beckford, Eſq. againſt R'char 
Smith, . and Thomas Brand Hollis, Eſq. Atti: 
members. | 

The petition ſet forth, that the two fitting members had 

by the; bribery of themſelves and agents, previous to and du: 

ing the election, procured themſelves to be returned, a 

though the petitioners were duly elected, and ought to hay 

deen returned, | | 
The laſt determination of the houſe on the right of electio 
in this borough was on the 12th April, 1728. After hearin; 
the evidence, the committee determined, that neither th 
ſitting members nor the petitioners had been duly elected, an bon 
that the election was void. At the fame time, the chairmat beutic 
acquainted the houſe, that it appeared to the committee thai n 
the moſt flagrant and notorious acts of bribery and corrup 
vion had been practiſed; and that a very confiderable major which 
of the electors of the borough of Hindon had been bribe be ot 
and corrupted in a very groſs and extraordinary manner; an 
that ſeveral others of the ſaid electors had been concerned: ſoy 
ngents for that purpoſe. In conſequence of this the commit hdera 
tee had reſolved, «© That it appeared to them that Richarc 

Smith, Eſq. by his agents, has been guilty of notorious bri 

bery, in endeavouring to procure himſelf to be elected an 

returned a burgeſs, to ſerve in this prefent parliament, tc 


the borough of Hindon, in the county of Wilts.” ropt x 

Similar reſolutions paſſed reſpecting Mr. Hollis, Mr. Call 'Y 4 
thorpe, and Mr. Beckford. | An 

They alſo teſolved, that the Rev. John Nairne, of Hindonf/rthx 
Fatham Nairne, Eſq. of Bury-ſtreet, St. James's, &c. ( Hollis 
all thirteen ſpecified by name) had acted as agents; and h Lg. t 
deen acceſſary to, and concerned in, the notorious acts . T 
bribery and corruption that have been practiſed at the | bed, 
election for the ſaid borough ef Hindon. Neug 


The 


- , * '2 
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They alſo came to a reſolution, that it was the. opinion of 
the committee, that the houſe ſhould be moved. for leave to 
ring in a bill to disfranchiſe the ſaid borough of Hindon, in 
the county of Wilts, . 

The houſe was accordingly moved, and the previous queſtion 
being put, it paſſed in the negative. It was then ordered, that 
leave be given to bring in a bill to incapacitate from voting at 
dections of members of partrament 190 perſons, ſpecified by 
ume, out of 219 who had polled at the election. This bill 
ras brought into the houſe, and after having paſſed through 
kveral ſtages, it was found, when referred to a committee of 
the whole houſe, that the bribery and corruption could not be 
xroved, as the perſons who had proved it before the ſelect com- 
mittee were named in the bill, and incapacitated by it; and 
teiog parties could not, without overturning tie known rules 
law, be reeccived as witneſſes. This objection was treated as 
of no weight by the gentlemen of the long robe; but it wag 
frenuouſly ſupported by others, and the bill was thrown out, 

Leave was then given to bring in a new bill, ſimilar to the 
former, in which the names of certain perſons were left ou 
vho were intended to be made uſe of as witneſſes, Many dif- 


cuties were alſo in the way of this bill. Two witneſſes were 

committed to priſon for prevarication; and two diicbeyed the 

order for their attendance, and kept themſelves concealcd, on 

xhich a proclamation was made for apprehending them, with 

the-offer of a reward, and the houſe was obliged to E 
e 


the further conſideration of it for that ſeſſion; but the houſe 
ſolved to take the report of the committee into further con- 
tderation as early as poſſible in the : ext ſeſſion 3 and that 
until then no new writ ſhould be ordered. At the ſame time 
they reſolved, . That if it ſhall appear that any perſon hath 
procured himſelf to be elected, or returned a member of this 
bouſe, or endeavoured ſo to be by bribery, or any other cor- 
pt practices, this houſe will proceed with the utmoſt ſeve- 
ty againſt ſuch perſon.” | | 

An order was alſo made, . That the attorney-general da 
forthwith proſecute Richard Smith, Eſq. Thomas Brand 
Hollis, Eſq» James Calthorpe, Eſq.- and Richard Beckford, 
Lig. for the ſaid offence. 199 

The two perſons againſt whom the proclamation was if. 
ket, having ſurrendered themſelves, they were committed to 


Newgate, . 
Caſe 


= 
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Caſe of the Borough f Hei LEsTON, in the county ef Co 
» wwall.—Petitioners, Philip Yorke, Eſq. and Francis Cy 
Ey. Richard Jobns, jun. alderman, and Mathers Wil 
* » Richard Johns, Edmund Fobns, Richard Penball, ; 
. William Rogers, freemen of Hellefton.—Sitting membe 
the Right Ho Francis Gedolphin Oſborne, commonly cal 
the Marguis of Carmarthen, and Francis Owen, E/. 
_  Hellefton is a borough by preſcription, and alſo by a ch. 
ter of the 27th of Queen Elizabeth, confirmed by another 
the 16th of Charles I. By thoſe charters the corporation w 
to conſiſt of a mayor, four aldermen, and an indefinite nun 
ber of freemen. The freemen were to be ſelected out of t 
inhabitants, by the mayor, aldermen, and commonalty, ort 
major part of them : the aldermen by the mayor and alderme 
out of the freemen ; the mayor by the freemen out of 
aldermen, to be nominaced by the mayor and aldermen. Th 
right of election Bf burgeſſes has conſtantly been in the may 
and commonalty, which has always been underſtood to me 
the mayor, aldermen, and freemen only. There is no dete 
mination upon the right of election, but it has always bee 
admitted to be as juſt ſtated. In the year 1769, two inform: 
tions, in the nature of guo b traute, were exhibited in t! 
Court of King's-Bench, againſt ſeveral perſons of the boroug 
to ſhew by what authority they claimed to be freemen, havi. 
deen elected without the concurrence of the commonali i bnt! 


Soon after the charter of Queen Elizabeth, a bye-law ha elecki, 
been made by the corporation, by which the right of electi feeds 
freemen was reſtrained to the mayor and aldermen. After vi»: 
rious trials, the Court of King's-Bench, and the Houſe the ty 
Lords, delivered their opinion, © That the election of free egalit 
men could not be exerciſed by the mayor and aldermen, ei © bis 
cluſive of the commonalty.” By theſe and other proſecutiom cee 
of the ſame ſort, judgment of ouſter was obtained again| a 23g 

e 


the members of the corporation, except two aldermen 2n 

eight freemen. In 1772 a petition was preſented to the kin 53 
in council, from ſeveral merchants, tradeſmen, freeholders to the 
and inhabitants of Helleſton, in which two of the ten re fit re 
maining corporators joined, ſtating the facts juſt mentione ſl, ar 
and alledging that the corporation was totally diflolved ; pray bs 180 
ing therefore ſuch relief as ſhould be thought fit. After urn 
rious hearings, a new charter was granted to the borough © 4+4 
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de 31 of September, 1774, ſimilar to the former; with 
boly the alteration, * that the freemen, who, notwitliſtand- 
ing the charter, had by the uſage, been excluded from a 
hare in the election of new freemen, ſhould be exprefily ex- 
cluded by the new charter—and that by the new charter a 
mayor, four alderinen, and thirty-one freemen, includi 

the mayor and aldermen, were appointed nominatim by $ 
charters Richard Johns was made an alderman, and the 
other ſeven remaining corporators (one of them having died 
in the interim) of the old body, were appointed among the 
new freemen. The charter was, on the 8th of September 
telivered to the new mayor, ho accepted it, and on the gth 


ing them to meet on the 12th, in order to accept the charter 
and the oifices to which they were thereby named. All but 
ix of the old corporators accepted the charter and their 
offices, and took the oaths. Each of theſe fix ſeverally read 
a proteſt againſt the charter, and refuſed to accept or act un- 
der it. On Sunday the 25th of September, the new corpo- 
ration. met for the choice of a mayor, and John Rogers, Eſq, 
was elected. The fix proteſting freemen did not attend at 
this election. | | | 

The precept for the election of members of parliament was 
ſent by the ſheriff to Mr. Rogers, who gave notice that the 
election would be on the 11th of October. On the day of 
tlection, the precept being read by Mr. Rogers, all the new 
members of the corporation, but the fix proteſtors, voted for 
the two fitting members. The fix, after proteſting againſt the 
epality of Rogers acting as preſiding officer, gave their votes 
a bis poll for Mr. Yorke and Mr. Cuſt. They afterwards 
proceeded by themſelves to make an election of thoſe two gen- 
temen. Richard Johns there acted as prefiding officer, and 


alſo, made a return of the fitting members, which he annexed 
to the precept, and delivered to the ſheriff. Johns return was 
tit received, but the ſheriff having taken the advice of coyn- 
ſel, annexed the return of Rogers to the writy and ſent it by 
lis agent to the clerk of the ccni. He alſo ſent the other 
turn by his agent, but not annexed to the writ. The clerk 
of the crown ſaid, he could not receive the laſt, as it was not 
to the writ, It was accordingly rejected, and ſent back to 
Cornwall, 


iſued notices, ſeverally, to all the new corporators, requir- 


made a return, which was delivered to the ſheriff. Rogers, 


* 
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Cornwall, but was produced by the under ſheriff.on the tr 
before the committee. F | | 4 
Under all the circumftances of this caſe, the counſel for 
petitioners contended, 1. That the new charter was vo 
and that the only perſons who had a right to ele& membe 
of parliament for Helleſton, were the ſubſiſting freemen ung 
the old charter. 2. That if the charter was valid, ſtillt 
freemen'appointed by it, not having been in poſſeſſion of th 
franchiſe à year before the election, they were by the tat 
of the 3d. of the preſent king, cap. 15. incapable of voti 
at the laſt election; and therefore the only competent ele 
tors, at that time, were the ſubſiſting members of the 
corporation. They argued, that if the old body exiſted as 
corporation when the charter paſſed, and when it was te 
dered, acceptance by the majority of the old corporators v 
neceffary to make it valid, and as they, after oppoſing it 
all its ſtages, rejected it when offered for acceptance, it þ 
came by ſuch refuſal void to all intents and purpoſes, A 
ceptance is neceſſary to give validity to a new charter. Tl 
is an eftabliſhed and uncontrovertible principle of 1: 
There were only three ways by which a corporation can ce: 
to exiſt, | 
One forfeiture by abuſes, or non-uſes.. 20. Voluntary ſy 
render. 3d. The death of all the zatxral perſons meme 
of the corporate body. ? 3 
PForfeiture cannot diſſolve a corporation, but by judgme 
of ouſter againft the whole. Surrender can only be by a 
ceptance on record. - But there was no pretence of ſurrend 
in this caſe, And there was no queſtion, but that eight Mf' g th 
the natural perſons, members of the aggregate body, were ſt fois 
alive. They adduced the caſes of Bewdley, Plympton, Du 
ham, and Colcheſter, to prove that though ſome of the ide 
tegral parts of the corporation were gone, yet ſtill, as the 1 
remained ſeveral members of it, they could exerciſe fer 7a. 


' Franchiſes as corporators—they could enjoy any right of con et he 
mon belonging to the corporation they could accept or 1 et 
fuſe a charter, and they could vote for members of parli men 


"ment. If they could do theſe acts, no new charter cou: Th 
transfer their right from them to another corporation. charge 
if this doctrine were not ſo clear, ſtill the new corpotat GI that el 

could not vote at the laſt election, having been made free bibed 
within the year, agreeable to the ſtatute of George 111, E 
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The counſel for the ſitting members ſaid, that when the 
ew charter paſſed, the old corporation was totally diſſobved. 
he ſix who refuſed the charter could not be conſidered ae 
Aung in a corporate capacity, but merely as individuals, and 
kerefore their refuſal did not affect the validity of the charter 
the votes of the members of the new corporation were not 
feed by the ſtatute of 3 George, 1777. Every corporation 
vregate conſiſts of certain integral parts, chalked out by the 
ind which formed it. If it ceaſes to have the form given it, 
Hany of its vital parts are loſt, it no longer exiſts in that ſtate 
£6 which it was endowed with its powers; it is no longer that 
ling on which thoſe powers were confined; and therefore 
t ceaſes to exiſt, They quoted many cafes to prove, that 
he diſſolution of an integral part produced the diſſolution of 
& corporation, and ſeveral law authorities in ſupport of the 
aftrine., And that the ſtatute of George the Third did not 
ect the votes of the new members, was clear from the 
jords of that ſtatute. The diſqualification created by it, re- 
ards perſons admitted to this freedom within the year, A 
mn cannot be faid to be admitted into what does not exiſt. 
Till thoſe men were Rade freemen by the new charter, the 
forporation had no exiſtence. 
he committee determined, that Philip Yorke, Eſq. and 
francis Cuſt, Eſq. the petitioners, were duly elected, and 
vught to have been returned. An order was accofdingly 
#2de by the” houſe for taking off the indenture of return 
annexed to the writ for the county of Cornwall; and annex- 
ps thereto the indenture of return expected by Richard 
Fain and others. 
— FC In Ie 
ſe of the Borough of IvELCHESTER Petitioners, 
ichard Brown, 5 - and Inigo William Jones, Eſy. 
James Curry and —— Cox, on bebalf of themſelves and 
others, being inbubitants, leaſebolders, pariſhioners, and 
wottrs wilbin the borough of IvELCHESTERSitti 
members, Peregrine Cuſt, Eſq: William Innes, Eſq. 
* The allegation in this caſe was principally confined to a 
charge of bribery ; and ſeveral witneſſes were called to prove 
that the fitting members had; by their agents, notoriouſly 
brided and corrupted the eleQors z evidence was not produced, 
ver, to deſtroy the majority which the ftting * 
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had over the petitioners 3 the bribery diſqualified a part, þ 
not all of the majority; ſo that the committee could not de 
clare the petitioners to be duly elected. Their decifon wa 

at none of the four candidates were duly elected, and th 
it was a void election. 


a 
bribe 
was « 
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Second caſe of the Borough of TvzicursT ER —Prtitione WM 5. 
Richard Brown, Eſq. and Inigo William Jones, Eſq, tat 
Sitting members, Nathaniel Webb, Eſq. Owen SaliſbuM Pc 
Brereton. ＋. 
Aſter the petition was preſented, the parties compromiſeſ i ins t 
the matter; a committee being therefore formea, the part he + 
were called in, and the counſel for the petitioners informin clerk 
them that they had no evidence to impeach the ſeats cf th one, 
fitting members, they were immediately declared to be dul $itut 
elected. of nj! 
| | r Wis rd» KANIPE 5: THI Hutc 
Caſe of the Borough of ST, Iv sS— Petitioners, Samui tro; 
Stephens, Eſq. e inbabitants, zleftors of ST. Ivss the y 
_ William Praed, Eſq. Adam Drummond, Eſq. it ha 
- The petitions ſet forth that the fitting members wer of th 
_ guilty of bn ry; and that the returning officer had ate cot 
partially by admitting perfons to votez who had no vote, an Robe 
rejecting others who had a right. The laſt determination of nom 
the right of election was on the $th of December, 1702. ker f 
The petitioners proved that Mr. Praed, the father of the fit ud 
ting member, had advanced ſums of money to the voters, fo park 
which he took their votes; that when the voters received th the e 
money, there was a condition annexed that they ſhould voce; 
for his ſon and a friend; and that they were given to under þailif 
Rand; if they complied with this condition, the money wouli on th 
never be demanded of them. Mr. Praed and Mr. Drum - 0; 
mond canvaſſed together; they likewiſe propoſed to ad x. s 
about forty to the poll in favour of Mr. Stephens, by provine bal, 
that though they had nat deen rated, and had not paid, the envi 
poſſeſſed rateable property, and ought to have been rated, ni peck 
were therefore entitled to vote; but this the committee oe vs . 
ruled, and teſolved, that perſons, though poſſeſſed of rate 0 
able property, if they have not deen rated, and cannot pro pole 
miſconduct in the overſeers in not ratiag them, are not e kg 
titled 2» te. Mr Praed was excluded. en account of lie 
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ribery, and the committee determined that Mr: Drummond 
was duly elected, and that the election with reſpect to one of. 
the burgeſſes was void; and accordingly a new writ was ordered. 


—_—— 
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Caſe of the Borough of Mit Burn Pon T.—Petitioneys were, 

Edward Walter, Eſq. and Iſaac Hawkins Browne, Eſq. 
the Hon. Temple Luttrell, and Charles Wilſcley, Eig. cer- 

tain inhabitants of the town- and borough of MitnurnN 

Por Tw—( In the intereſt of Luttrell and 2 ſeley. 

There were three returns made by different perſons claim- 
ine to be returning officers, Al of Which had been annexed to 
the writ by the werf, and feturned into the office of the 
cerk of the crown, Walter and Browne were returned by 
one, and Lutfrell and Wolſeley by the other two. The con- 
fitution of the borough of Milburn Port is this: it conſiſts 
of nine bailiwicks, of which part were the property of Thomas 
Hutchins Medlycot, Eſq. and part of Mr. Walter. The 
two principal or reigning bailiffs » © pougy two ſub-bailiffs for 
the year, Who ate: the returning officers. In the year 1773, 
it happened that Mr. Medlycot had the appointment of one 
of the ſub-bafliffs, and Mr. Walter of the other; Mr. Med- 
lycot named one Elias Oliver, and Mr. Walter nominated one 
Robert Baunton. In 1774; it was Mr. Medlycot's turn to 
nominate both the ſub-bailiffs, It appeared that the court- 
let for appointing ſub-bailiffs had always been holden, before 
and fince the ſtile was altered, on the firſt Tueſday after 
Park Monday. On the zd of October, 1774, the precept for 
the election was delivered to Robert Baunton, who gave his 
eceipt for it, and having commiunicated with the other ſub- 
baliff, they concurred in appointing the day of election to be 
on the 10th. | 
On the 4th of October, (being the firſt Tueſday in October, 
N. S.) Oliver, with Medlycot and others, entered the town- 
hall, and nominated the capital reigning bailiffs for the year 
enſuing; who again appointed John Newton, junior, and John 
beckham, to be tHeir Tub-bailiffs. At the ſame court, Oliver 
"8 Was appointed a conſtable, and ſworn into that om̃ce. 

On the 1oth, the election came on, and there were three 
polls taken: one by Baunton, who declared the majority of 
egal votes to be in favour of Walter and Browne; one by 
Oliver, and a third by Newton and Peckham. By each of 
the two laſt, Luttrell and es i had the majority of votes, 
The 
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The queſtion therefore was, whether Newton and Peck. 
ham were the legal ſub-bailifts at the time of the election 

If they were fo, their return only was valid: if they were 

not, the queſtion would be, whether the return of Baunton, 
| — . was the legal return, or. whether they were both 
void! a 
I The evidence and the arguments of the counſe! ſerved to lon! 
| ſhew, that the court · leet holden on the 4th of GMober, a gro 
- which Newton and Peckham were appointed, Was holden a 4 
. fortnight before the uſual time; it has been ever until that Tine! 

year kept agreeable to the old ſtyle, and not to the new; n 
the firſt Tueſday of October, new ſtile, was on the ath, and thi: 
the firſt Tueſday, old ſtile, was on the 18th of the month, + 
new ſtile; the court-leet was conſequently holden a fortuifht WM mir 
ſooner than it would have bean, if there had been no change able 
of the ſtile, and conſequently not- according to the proviſion WI dul. 
of the ſtatute, The committee reſolved; © that the return for 
made by John Newton, junior, and John Peckham, of Mr. las 
Luttrell and Mr. Wolſeley, was an illegal return.“ 

% And that the other two returns appeared to the com- Caf 
mittee to be complicated together, that they thought it their J. 
duty to go upon the merits of the. election, without previoully 1 
|. deciding between them.“ | 1 

The parties claimed reſpectively the majority of legal votes, WI De: 

by objecting to ſeveral of theſe on the poll of their opponents, Eſq. 

| and it was contended by Walter and Browne, that the laſt WW bord 

determination of the houſe on the right of election, was an jori! 

|. the 8th December, 1702. On the other ſide it was contend-¶ of t 

ed, that there were only two commonalty ſtewards, the other turr 

. Feven being denominated the afſiftants or the banage; and the 

proofs were adduced by both parties in. ſupport of their alle - fen 
tions. 

0" Tees was alſo a mutual charge exhibited of having the WW eci 

votes of inhabitants fraudulently rated; it appeared that there WW and 

had been great ſtruggles between Mr. Medlycot and Mr. Wa- ab. 

|. ter, about the appointment of, overſeers of the poor. The Bll 4 

committee therefore propoſed that the following queſtion i Eyr 

..hould be argued by the counſel, viz. Moy 

| «© Whether perſons ratcablr, and · having paid to.the rate, ¶ ¶ elec 

| though that rate ware made and collected by officers illega WI the) 

or doubtfyl, may vote as inhabitants paying {cot and lat — 2M 

| K ing 
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und after hearing the arguments on both fides, they decided 
the queſtion by another reſolution in the affirmative, 

This point of law being decided, the diſeuſſion of each 
particular vote turned merely on the matter of fact; one per - 
ſon in particular was objected to as under a conviction of fe- 
lony;z but this was contended on the other part to be ne 
ground of disfranchiſement. 

An attempt was alſo made to prove that Mr. Luttrell was 


' ineligible, becauſe he held the office, by deputation, of cu/+ 


tomer inwards in the port of Briſtol. No ſubſtantial proof of 

this fact was adduced, 
After ſeveral days conſideration, the committee deter- 

mined on the petitions, by which they declared the honour- 


able Temple Luttrell, and Charles Wolſeley, Eſq. to bo- 


duly returned, and elected burgeſſes to ſerve in parliament. . | 
for the ſaid boroughz and that Edward Walter, Eſq, and 
Iſaac Hawkins Browne, Efq. were not duly elected. 


Caſe of the Berough of MoxyE Th.Peiitioners, Hon. Wil- 
liom Byron, certain ſreemen and electors of the borcugh of 
Merpeth, againſt Francis Eyre, Eſq. fitting member. 
The petitions ſet forth, that at_the eteQion, when Peter 

Deims, Eſq. Francis Eyre, Eſq. Thomas Charles Bigge, 

Eſq. and the Hon William Byron, were candidates for the 

borough. of Morpeth, Mr. Delme and Mr. Byron had the ma- 

jority of votes at the concluſion of the poll, in the judgment 
of the two bailiffs who preſided, and who were the proper re- 
turning officers, but that they were afterwards compeiled by 
the violence and threats of a violent and outrageous mob, to 

sign a return of Mr. Eyre inſtead of the petitioner. * 
After receiving the proof of this allegation, the committee 

decided, c That Francis Eyre, Eſq. was not duly elected, 

and that the Hen. William Byron ought to have been returned 

a burgeſs to ſerve in Parliament for the ſaid borough.” _ 

An order was made at the ſame time, © That Francis 
Eyre, Eſq. and the freemen and electors of the borough of 
Morpeth be at liberty to petition the houſe, to queſtion the 
election of the Hon Willizm Byron within fourteen days, if 
they thought fit.“ | 
A petition was accordingly preſented by Mr. Eyre, charg- 
ing Mr. Byron and Mr. Delme directly with bribery by them- 
lelves and agents, 

I 2 Caſe 
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Caſe of the City of PtTERFor OV GR Petitioner, Jams 
. Phipps, Eſq. — Sitting Member, Matthew Wyldbore, Efs., 
Ine petition contained a charge of bribery againſt the fit 
ting member, and alledged that legal votes tendered for the 
' petitioner had been rejected, and the ſuffrages of perſons no 

entitled to vote received for the ſitting member. The ia 
determination of the houſe was on the 14th of May, 1728 
The pol. c of bribery was abandoned. 

The counſel for Mr. Phipps produced evidence to thew 
chat a moſt partial rate had been made in the year 1774, fo 
. the purpoſe of garbling the election, and then they contend 
ed, that five perſons ſhould be truck from the poll, being 
fraudulently rated fopproperty of which they were not the oc 
_ Cupiers. 2. That two ſhould be ſtruck off, becauſe the 
Were not bona fide houſeholders w.thin the precincts of th 
miniſter—and thirdly, they contended, that certain perſons 

who had voted as inhabitants of the city, without the pre 
eincts of the miniſter, were not houſeholders, and conſe 
quently not entitled to vote by the laſt determination. 0 
this point the counſel for the ſitting member objected to th 
hearing of evidence. The counſel for the petitioner con 
tended, that the-defcription.of an inhabitant paying ſcot an 
lot neceſſarily implies, that the-perſon ſo deſcribed ſhould þ 
a houſeholder. After hearing the arguments on both fide 
the committee reſolved, “that the word „ houſcholders” i 
the refolution of the Houſe of Commons, of the 13th 
May, 1728, relates to the inhabitants within the precins 
of the miniſter only, and not to other the inhabitants with, 
the ſaid city, paying ſcot and lot.” The counſel for the p 
. titioner then proceeded to ſhew that there had been great mi 
conduct and parciality obſerved in not rating a Thomas Fe:t"! 
He had been rated immediately before, and was left out oft 
rate of September, 1774. After hearing arguments, the cc: 


mittee decided, that the parties ſnould not go into evider apy 
to prove that Thomas Felton -ought to have been admit! Jac 
upon the rate in September, 1774.” But at the ſame t:3 — 
they reſolved, that the council for the petitioner de pe 45 
mitted to proceed to offer any evidence they think proper! 
prove any miſconduct relative to that rate. But mee co 
when they heard the ſpecies of evidence, that was : 7 4 
duced to prove the miſconduct, they reſolved, f * 


. 
committee were of opinion, that the evidence which the coun- 
ſel for the petitioner m__— to offer, is inconſiſtent with 


the reſolution which the committee have already come to. 
On this, the counſel for the petitioner ſaid, he would give 
the committee no farther trouble, and the ſitting member 
was declared to be duly elected. | 


Caſe of the Borough of PonTEFRACT.—Petitioners, the 
Hen. Charles James Fox, and James Hare, Eig. ſeveral 
inhabitants, boufebolders, and elefors of the Borough of 
Pontefratt—Sitting Members, Sir John Guedricke, Bart. 
and Charles Melliſp, Eſq. 

'The only queſtion in the caſe was, concerning the right of 
election in the borough.— Whether a reſolution of 1624, or 
one of 1770, was to be conſidered as the. laſt determination 
in the Houſe of Commons, within the meaning of the ſtatute 
of George the Second, If the firſt was that determination, 
Mr. Fox and Mr. Hare had an unqueſtionable majority, and 
were duly elected; and vice verſa. | 

There are two journals of the year 1624. In the firſt, 
intitled, “ Originals of the Seſſion of Parliament, holden at 
Weſtminſter, 19% Februarii, 21“ Jacobii, there is the fol- 
lowing entry: 28th May, 1624. Mr. Glanvyle reporteth, 1 
for Pumfrett, two points. 1. Who, the electors? - Reſolved FY 
by che committee, there being no charter, nor preſcription "Wt 
for choice, the election is to be made by the inhabitants, 
houſeholders, refiants. Reſolved alſo, ſo now, when the 
queſtion—2. That the committee alſo of opinion, in reſpect 
the poll demanded, though interrupted by Beamart, yet the 
poll not being purſued, the choice of Sir Jo. Jackfon, void, 
and a new warrant to iſſue for a new choice.“ 

In the other, intitled © Prima ſeſſio parliamenti inchoat. 
apud Weſtm. decimonono die Februarli, anno regni regis 
Jacobi, angliz, &c. viceſimo primo, et Scotiæ, quinquageſi- 
mo ſeptimo, — there is the following actount of the ſame 
report: 28th May, 1624, Mr. Glanvill reports from the- I 
committee of privileges : - By 

Concerning Pomfret. Queſtion of Sir John Jackſon. - 
Committee reſolved, all the inhabitants, houſeholders, ought 
to have voice. 2. Committee reſolved, upon the latter Mit, 
a0 burgeſs choſen, but a new writ te go, *©Relolyel, that 
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the election ought to be in Pomfret, by the inhabicants 
- houſeholders, reſiants there. "124 
The reſolution of 1770, is as follows: 6th February, 1570, 
Reſolved, that the right of election for members to {crys 
in parliament for the borough of Pontefract, in the county 
of York, is in perſons having within the ſaid borough 2 
freehold of burgage tenure, paying a burgage ren.“ 
The counſel for the petitioners argued, that if the reſolu- 
tion of 1624 was the laſt determination of the houſe, in 
1729, when the ſtatute of George the Second paſitd, no ſub- 
ſequent act of the houſe can annul it; for that ſtatute is 
binding on the houſe, and every laſt determination is to be 
conſidered as incorporated with, and making part of it. And 
they ſhewed, by various quotations from the Journals, that 
between 1624 and 1729, there was no reſolution nor deter- 
mination of the houſe on the right. The counſel for the 
fitting members argued, that the reſolution of 1770 was con- 
cluſive. For though the Ja determination is binding on the 
houſe, yet, where a doubt ariſes, whether it is the laſt de- 
termination, the houſe is the only court competent to try 
that queſtion. In 1770, the houſe did decide that what ap- 
pears on the Journals of 1624, is not alaſt determination within 
the meaning of the act of George the Second, for they re- 
fuſed to let it be read as ſuch, upon a diviſion of 161 to 32. 
And they ſhewed by various references and deſcriptions, tha 
the rule appointed by the reſolution of 1770 had principally 
obtained in all the elections fince 1624. 
The committee therefore confirmed the due election of the 
two fitting members. | | 
Caſe of the Borough and County of the town of Poor x.-P: 
titioners, Hon. Charles Yue ox and Jobn Williams, E. 
everal inhabitants and houſebolders (and alſo paying ſc: 
and bearing lot) within the borough and county of the ton! 
of Poole. & itting members, Sir E yre Coote, 2 B. 7:ſpud 
Mauger, Eſq. * 


The only queſtion. in the caſe was, „ Whether the 
right of election is in the burgeſſes of the borough excl! 
fively, or, in the inhabitants and houſeholders within the 
borough, paying ſcoe and bearing lot?“ The ſheriff had te 


jected thole who tendered their votes as inhabitants, bow 
f | older 
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holders, and only admitted the votes of burzeſſes. It was 
2cmitted that the fitting members had a majority of the let- 
ter; that if the former have a right to vote, there was a 
great majority in favour of the petitioners. 4 

When the Chairman deſired the clerk, as uſual, to read 
the laſt determination of the houſe on the right of election, 
the counſel for the petitioners denied that there was any re- 
ſolution in the Journals touching the right of election in this 
borough, which can be conſidered as a determination within 
the meaning of the ſtatute. The counfel for the fitting 
members ſaid, that ſuch a determination was to be found Jill 
on the Journals of the gth of February, 1688-9. This | 
entry was that «© on a petition of Thomas Chatter, Eſq. | 
complaining that Sir Nathaniel Napper had been returned in 
prejudice te him, the committee reported to the Houſe, that 
the matter in queſtion was, whether the right of election be 
in the mayor and burgeſſes only, or in the mayor, burgeſſes, 
and commonalty, who pay ſcot and lot? That it appeared to 
the committee by many parliament returns, which were pro- 
duced to the committee, that the right of election had an- 
ciently been in the mayor and burgeſſes only, except a return 
in the 18th year of King James the Firſt, wherein the com- 
monalty are mentioned, with the mayor, aldermen, and bur- 
geſtes, in the indenture; but that indenture is ſealed with 
the common ſeal of the mayor, aldermen, and burgeſſes. That 
Sir Nathaniel Napper had 33 burgeſſes, and Mr. Chaffer but 
22 3 but of the commonalty, that Mr. Chaffer was allowed 
to have had the greater number; and that thereupon the com- 
mittee had agreed on two reſolves. 1. That it is the opinion 
of this committee, that the right of election of burgeſſes to 
ſerve in this preſent convention for the town and county of 
Poole, is in the mayor, burgeſſes, and commonalty of the 
ſaid town and county, who pay ſcot and lot. And 2. That 
Thomas Chaffer, Eſq. is duly elected. A debate aroſe in 
the houſe on theſe reſolutions, and they diſagreed with the 
committee. It was urged on the one fide, Hat this could 
not be a determination within the meaning of the ſtatute 
and after hearing the arguments on both ſides, the committee 
ordered the counſel to proceed, and give evidence of the right 
of election. The counſel for the petitioners endeavoured 
to prove, that the right extended to the inhabitants, — 
| gene 
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general principles of law, and from the hiſtory, conſtitution Ml tend 
and ancient uſage of the borough. The counſel for the 6M by v 
ting members brought evidence alſo to prove, that it ha men 
been almoſt the invariable uſage of the borough to confine the « t. 
right of election to the burgeſſes. juro 

The Committee agreed to this, and declared the fitting that 
members to be duly elected. | plan 
| \ — « t 
Caſe of the Borough of PETERSFIELD.Petitioner, ti tern 
Hen. Fobn Luttrell,—Sitting members, Sir Abraba of t 

Hume, Bart. William Foliffe, Eſq. 1 

The petition ſet forth, that Sir Abraham Hume, Bart tory 
bigh foeriff for the county of Hertford, and Mr. Joliffe, d of t 
themſelves and their agents, were guilty of notorious bribe tion 
"and corruption; that the returning officer acted partially and plac 
unfairly in rejecting good and legal votes for the petitioner cou 
and admitting bad ones for the fitting members. The laſſi den 
determination was on the qth May, 1727. hea 

The counſel for the petitioner argued on the firſt point Wl of: 
that Sir Abraham Hume, being high ſheriff of the count que 
of Hertford at the time of the election, was ineligible, andi +, 
that notice thereof having been given to the returning officer Ml cha 
and the electors, the votes were thrown away; the counſel ot. 

for the fitting members argued, that the committee could 47 
not go into this point, becauſe there was no expreſs allegatio 01 
or complaint on that ſubjeR, in the petition; they ſaid that the be 
words © high ſheriffof the county of. Hertford,” appeared i * 
the petition merely as an addition or deſcriptio perſonæ. The te 
committee reſolved, that the counſel be © not permitted t the 
argue the point of ineligibility-of Sir Abraham Hume, as high ot 
- theritf of the county of Hertfort, the ſame ineligibility nol 
being an allegation in the petition.” They then proceeded 5 
to call witneſſes to prove the charge of bribery, but being | 
prevented from aſking queſtions that tended. to prove the de we 
claration of voters not on oath, the petitioners dropt th 
cauſe, and the fitting members were declared: duly elected. Co 
7 


"Caſe of the Town and Port of Sz av or D,Petitioners, S!! 
pben Sayre, Eſq. and Jebn Cbetævocd, Eſg.—Sittir, 
members, William Hall, Lord Viſcount Gage; Geog 
Medley, Eſq. | 
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The petition ſet forth that many perſons duly qualified, 
tendered their votes for the petitioners, but were rejected; 
by which means there was procured a majority for the fitting 
members. The laſt determination was 1oth February, 1690-1, 
« that the committee were of. opinion, that the bailiff, 
jurors, and freemen, had not only voices - in election, but 
that the election was in the populacy. There is alfo an ex- 
planatory reſolution on the 15th December, 1761; reſolved, 
« that the word ©-pepulacy”” (mentioned in the above de- 
termination) extended only to the inhabitants, houſekeepers 
of the ſaid town and port, paying ſcot and lot.“ 
The counſel for the petitioners argued, that the explana- 
tory reſoluticn of 1761, was inconſiſtent with the true ſenſe 
of the determination of 1670, which was the laſt determina- 
tion of the Houſe when the ſtatute of 2 Geo. II. cap. 24. took 
place, and therefore final to all intents and purpoſes. The 
counſel for the fitting members objected to this being evi- | 
dence to contradict the explanatory reſolution, and after 
hearing arguments on both fides, the committee by a ſpecial 
reſolution prevented them from producing evidence to call in. 
queſtion the ſaid explanatory reſolution. The counſel for 
th- petitianers then proceeded to ſhew/ that it is not neeeſſary 
that perſons, in order to anſwer the deſcription of ſcot and 
lot- men, ſhould actually be rated to, and pay the poor tax 
47 perſons, who tendered their votes at the poll for the peti- 
noners were rejected, becauſe their names did not appear on 
tde laſt poor rate; theſe would have given the petitioners a 
majority. A great deal of evidence was brought to prove that 
+. theſe people were rateable, andthat they had been kept oft 
the books, merely for the purpoſe of the election. On the 
other hand it was argued, that if their was any irregularity 
vr injuſtice in the rating of the inhabitants, they ought to 
have had recourſe to the legal means of redreſs. 
The committee determined that the two fitting members 
were duly elected. \ 


——_—_w 


Caſe of the Town and C:unty of the Toxen of SOUTHAMPe 
TON.e--Petitioners, certain inhatitants of the tigen Southamp= 
ter, in the intereſt of Lord Charles Mentagu —Sitting 

member John Fleming, Eſq... © | 
The petitivn ſtated, taat tt:o* the town of Southampton 
18 


is goverr ed by « mayor, and other officers, and has a fher; 
of its own; and the fleriff of Hampſhire has no «fficer t 
execute within the ſaid town, yet perſons having freehol; 
within the fad town, vote in right of ſuch ſreeholds, fe 
knights-of the ſhire, or county at large; and ſeveral othe 
circumſtances ſerve to ſhew, that the ſaid town is ſtill a p 


- . of the county at large j that Mr. Fleming was high ſheri 
of Hampſhirewhen he was returned as a burgeſs for South 


ampton; and therefore they prayed that the commiue it: 
would permit Lord Charles Montagu to take his ſeat inſtea zd t 
of Mr. Fleming. , | law tc 

The laſt determination of the houſe on the right of ee nt/ 


tion in Southamptcn, was on the 17th of March, 1695 6 
— the" fole queſtion in this coſe, was the cireumſtance « 
Mr. Fleming's being high ſheriff. The counſel therefo 
argued from the words in the writ; from the prececents o 
the journals, and the hiſtory of parliament 5. and after heat are 
ing the arguments cn both fides, the committee reſolvee cen! 
© That it is the opinion of this committee, that John Flem 
ing, Eſq. being ſheriff for Hampſhire at the time of th 
laſt gen ral election, was eligib e to ſerve in parliament fo 2. 
the town of Southerfptun,” — After this queſſon was de ne © 
termined, the counſel for the petitioners ſaig, they wou! 
peove that the ſheriff of the town in making out his precep 
to the returning officer, had omitted the © N lum. 


08 

The committee would not permit them t» gu into thi nan 
point, 2s it was not alle4.eti in the pe'tiinn, The fitiingithey 
member was tl erefore confirmed in his fe-t.. Weefs 
— 01K 


Caſe of the Trwn of SyxtEwpL VERY Petitioners, Willie man 
Fulteney, Eſq. certain burgeſſes ard others, eleci e of t 
town of Sbreu.ſbury.— Sitting n.ember, Charleton Leiy t ter vb 
E . 
| 112 petitioners ſet forth, that at the laſt election Robert 

Lord C live, in the kingdom of Ir: land, Charleton Leigh- 
ton, Eſq. and the petitioner, were candidates; and that the 
mayot by admitting votes forthe two former, which ought 
to have been resj*Aed, and t jecting others for the petitione 


which ought to liave been admitted, had ſtated a m-joilly 
en the poll in favour of Lord Clive and Mr. Lej.hton, and 


had recurnes them, aithcugh the p:titiozer would have by 
| a grea 
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great mejoriay of legal votes, if juſtice had been done him. 
After the petition was preſented, Lord Clive's death hap- 
zened, but a new writ could not ifſus while. the petition 
was depending. —Mr. Pulteney's petition was withdrawn, 
ad a new writ was iſſued.— The only petition therefore 

ich remained, was that of the burgeſſes and cietors, who 
ialy complained of Mr--Leighton's election. 
The laſt determination of the houſe on the right of elec» 
tion in Shrewſbury, was on the gh of April, 1723. | 
If a elaſs of men who had tendered their ſuffrages, and 
had been freed by the returning officer, were imtitled by 
law to vote, it was admitted that Mr. Pu'teney had a ma- 
Mriey, and was duly elected. 

The counſel for the petitioners contended, that the per- 


bas whoſe votes had been reje Ted, were intitled to their free- - 


bm under two immemorial cuſtoms. 1. That all paſons 
of the age of one and twenty, and who have ſerved a ſeven 
years ap renticeſhip to one of the trades which form four» 
cen ancient companies by preſcrip'jon or incorporation, have 
right to demand and be admit ed to-their freedom, on pay» 
a: five- pounds and the uſual fees. 
1. That all perſons born within the borough, are, at the 
MW ze of one and twenty, intitled in like manner to demand 
ud be admitted to their freedom on the ſame terms, The 
ft, that the rejected voters came under theſe deſerip · 
ons. was admitted—and it was proved, that they had de- 
nanded this free dom a year before the eleftion—and that 
they had tendered their votes at the eletion—out the two 
tuſſoms were called in queſt on — By a decifion of the Court 
King's Bench, one Baxter bad ſued out a peremptory 
m:ndamus, and was admitted to his freedom—but the cor- 
poration after that ceciſion, ſtill refuſed to admit the perſons 
vho elaĩmed under the cuſtoms. f 
The committee decided, that William Pulteney, Eſq, 
was du'y elected, ard ought to have been returned. 


— kw. 


Caſe of the Borough of SuDBuR y Petitioners, Sir Walden 
Hanmer, Bart. on bebalf of bim 97 and Sir Patrick Blake, 
Bart. (abſent in the iſland of St. — = ) certain 
eleffors for the borough 4 Sudbury.— Sitting members 
Thomas Fonnereau, F.. bilip Champion Creſpigny. 
The. petition ſet forth, that a great many legal voters, 


Who 


—y— — —u—c— — — R 


voted for them at the ele 


- prenticeſh - 4 in the borough of Sudbury, have a right to votifHe ha 
0 
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* 8 * W tance 
who'tendered their voices for Hanmer and Blake had beef aqui 
rejected, although they had been for many years in the poi y, 
ſeſſion and Exerciſe of their rights, to the knowledge of ti\Mintere 
mayor, and of Fonnereau, one of the ſitting members, i impor 
whoſe favour, and at whoſe requeſt, many of them had free en 
quently polled at former elections; that many whoſe cla 
ſtood in the ſame predicament had been admitted to vote foRYney. 

the ſitting members; that others who were not legally qualiſiad n 
fied had alſo been admitted to vote for them; that the faillthe ſe 
myority of legal votes was in fayour of the petitioners ; bupermi 


that illiam Strutt, the mayor and returning officer, haQrights 


acted partially and corruptly before, and during the poll, andfeven 1 

had declared the fitting members duly elected, and had re{the cc 

turned them; and that money was given by the ſitting memJand it 

bers or their agents, by my of bribe or reward to perſons whgin 17, 
ion. n / ; The 

"The laſt determination of the Houſe on the right of elec On tl 

tion was 6th December, 1703. At the opening of thefore t 


cauſe the counſel for the petitioners contended that the reſ>{from 


lution of the 6th of December, 1703, was merely explana{clauſe 
tory of one of the 19th of January, 1702-3, in the follow {in the 
ing words, reſolved, “that the ſons of freemen, born afteſby the 
their fathers were made free, and thoſe that have ſerved ap{#be ex, 
I 

in the election of members to ſerve in parliament for th 


he pe 
faid borough, without any admiſſion in form to their free 


larm 


- don), or taking the oath of freemen.“ A great number offoters 


toner 
The 


perſons who tendered their ſuffrages for Hanmer and Blak 
at the election were rejected, becauſe they did not produ 
evidence of their admiſſions to their freedom, enrolled uporÞt wes 
ſtamps, in the books of the corporation. The committeqmitte 
directed the counſel for the petitioners to produce evidencir- P 
to ſhew by what right they rejected perſons claimed to vote have b 
they then proceeded to ſhew, 1. That honorary freemen of In. 
whom a great number had polled for the fitting member ment 
had nd right to vote. 2. That the perſons, who had beeÞppinic 
rejected, becauſe they did not produce the enrollment of theiffreedo 
admiſſion upon ſtamps, had a fight to vote. And 3. 'Thafiſed : 
the mayor's conduct had been ſuch as merited the cenſure-oÞers o 
the Committee and the Houſe, On the firſt point theſwards 
Rated, that till the year 1772, there had hardly been an infolled 


= agen 
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1 
tance of perſons Rp. to their freedom without a titſy 
acquired either by birth, ſervitude, or redemption, but in 
1772, the governing part of the corporation being in the 
intereſt of Mr, Fonnereau, made an entry in their books, 
importing that they had power to admit men claiming 
by 2ny of the above titles, and alſo gratuitouſly or by 
%, without any previous title or conſideration in mo- 


had no right either by birth, ſervitude or redemption. 

the ſecond point, they ſaid it had been the conſtant uſage to 
dermit perſons having a title by birth to exerciſe all the 
2 rights of freemen without any enrollment upon ſtamps, and 
adeven without amentry of their admiſſion in the books of 
<Ithe corporation. At the election 388 had been rejected, 
and it appeared that of this number 26 voted in 1734 : 83 
h 


gin 1747: 137 in May 1754: 187 in 1761 and 281 in 1768. 


The corporation had rejected them contrary to the uſage; 
c4On the third point, it was ſaid, that the lord mayor, juſt be- 
ha fore the election, had a thouſand copies printed of an extract 
dꝗ from the Durham act 3 George III. cap. 15, containing the 
a clauſe diſqualifying freemen ac mitted to their freedom with- 
in the year, and mentioning the penalty of 100l. infficted 
y the ſtatute, if they ſhall preſume to vote, but remitting 
be exception in favour of perſons who have an inthoate titles. 
He had himſelf cauſedtheſe papers to be diſtributed among: 


larm was ſpread, and proof was adduced, that many legal 
oters were deterred from giving their votes for the peti- 
ioners-on this account. 4 . 
The counſel on both fides argued upon theſe points, and 
opt was clearly by an admiſſion of theſe facts, that the com- 
teqmittee at laſt decided that Sir William Hammer, bart. and 
ir Patrick Blake, bart. were duly elected and ought tor 
te have been returned. 
In order to do this it was only neceſſary, from the ſtate- 
r:Iment of the caſe, and the evidence produced, to come to an 
eeÞopinion, c that perſons who derived their claims to their 
1epreedom from the antecedent title of birth, who had exer- 
hafiſed all the rights of freemen, and that of voting for mem- 
» ofbers of Parliament among the reſt, for twenty years and up- 
ards before the laſt election, who bad demanded to be en- 
olled (and offered to prove that at their birth their fathers 
Fnjoyed and exerciſed the _ and franchiſes of 5 
ut: 


ney, And the day after they admitted 170, of whom - of 


he perſons claiming to be enrolled. —By this means an 


* —_ —— — —— —— — 
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but were reſuſed, had a right to vote, though they could 
not produce evidence of their admiffion upon ſtamps, 

The committee ſeverely reprimanded the mayor for bis 
eonduct. ; 
Caſe of the Borough of TAux TON. -Petitioners, Alexander 

Popham, Eſq. and Jobs IT Eſq. ſeveral inhabitant 

and electort of the Borough of Tauntun.—Sitting Members, 
the Henourable Edward 4 Nathaniel Webb, Eſq. 
The petitions, ſet forth, that the . mayor as returning 


officer, had by unneceſſary adjournments protracted the poll 


from the 10th of October to the 18th, and that he had re- 
jected many legal votes tendered for the petitioners, and 
admitted many illegal votes for the ſitting members. That 
the petitioners were duly elected by a great majority of 
legal votes, and ought to have been returned. That the 
fitting members previous to, and during the election were 


| Euilty of bribery and corruption, by themſelves and agents, 


T be laſt determination of the Houſe on the right of elec- 
tion, in Taunton, was on the 28th of July 1715. In Taun- 
ton there is a clear diſtinction between alms and charity, 


Ams means parochial collection, or pariſh relief. Chariry 


Ggnifies ſums ariſing from the revenue of certain ſpecific 
funds which have been eſtabliſhed or bequeathed for the 
urpoſe of aſſiſting the poor. Neither alms nor charity 
diſqualify an elector in Taunton, unleſs they have been re- 
ceived within a year before the election. It was agreed 
that a potwaller is a perſon who furniſhes his own diet, 
whether he be a houſeholder, or only a lodger ; and it was 
agreed that to be a potwaller, he muſt have a refidence, and 
tegal parochial ſettlement in the borough. The counſe 
for the petitioners ſaid that the Journals of the Houſe have 
recognized that apprentices cannot be potwallers qualified to 
vote. The numbers on the poll, as produced by the retur- 
ning officer, were as follows 

| For Webb, — 260 

Stratford, — 254 

Halliday, — 202 

Popham — 201 

The counſel for the petitioners propoſed to diſqualify 
114 as having received the town charity, ; 
2 as having received the churchwarden's charity, 
3 as Chelſea penſioners, 


39 a8 net having ſettlements in Taunton, 
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2 or 3 28 certificate. men, 
2 as avprentices, 
2 as bribery agents, 


— — 
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And © . ſame time they ſaid they would prove the 
charge of bribery, In the courſe of the cauſe it was ſet- 
tled that Chelfea penſioners might vote. It was agreed on 
both ſides, that by the lex loci certificate - men cannot vote 
for this Borough. The counſel for the fitting members 
propoſed to diſqualify 31 of the petitioners votes on ſome 
clear grounds, and to recriminate the charge of bribery. 
After a very long inveſtigation the committee determined 


that John Halliday, Eſo. and Alexander Popham, Etq.' 


were duly elected, and ought to have been returned. 


— 


The Caje of the City and Liberty of WESTMINSTER— 
Petitianers, Henry Mirres, Lord Viſcount Mountmorres in t be 
Kingd:m of Ireland, and ſeveral other Inhabitants, Electers 
ef the City and Liberty of Weſtminſier. 

The petition ſets forth, that at the late Election the pe- 
titioners, Lord Mountmorres, Charles Stanhope, commonly 
called Lord Viſcount Mahon, Hugh Percy, commonly called 
Earl Percy, Thomas Pelham Clinton, commonly called Lord 
Thomas Pelham Clinton, and Humphrey Cotes, eſq, being 
cansidates, the King's menial ſervants, not having proper 
houſes of their own within the city of Weſtminſter, gave 


voices in the ſaid election, contrary to an expreſs reſolution. 


F the Houſe. “ 15th Nov. 1680, Reſolved, that the 
King's menial ſervanrs not having proper houſes of their 
own within the city of Weſtminſter, have not right to give 
voices in the election of citizens to ſerve in Parliament for 
the ſaid city.“ It alſo ſtated that divers peers and lords of 
parliament publickly canvaſſed and otherwiſe. unduly inter- 
tered in the election, contrary. to ſeveral expreſs reſolutions 
of the Houſe; that during the election, after the teſte and 
iſuing out of the writ, Lord Percy and Lord Thomas Pel- 
ham Clinton by themſelves or agents, were guilty of bribing, 
corrupting and entertaining the voters, 

There is no general determination of the Houſe, of the 
right of election in Weſtminſter; but it ſeems to be agreed 
tobe © In the inhabitants, houſeholders, paying ſcot Ind lot. 

K 2 | The 
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9 The numbers on the poll ſtood thus: 


For Earl Percy 4994 
Lord Thomas Pelham Clinton 4744 
Lord Mountmorres 2531 
Lord Mahon 2342 
Humphrey Cotes, eſq. 130 


It was proved that about nineteen perſons under the de- 
Feription of the reſolution of 1680, had polled for the fitting 
members, They were inhabitants of the Mews, and their 
Houſes had of late, for the firſt time, been rated to the pariſh; 
on which account they claimed to be electors; but they ac- 
knowledged that their rates were paid by the King.—They 
had all been ſolicited for their votes by Lord Mountmorres 
and Lord Mahon. There was no poſitive proof of any dire& 
ſolicitation of any peers, though there was ſtrong pre ſump- 
tive proof: nor was there any evidence of bribery that came 
home to the fitting members. 

The committee therefore declared Earl Percy and Lord 

Thomas Pelham Clinton to be duly elected. 


Caſe for the City of Wos cts YER Peritioner, Sir Tathin 
Lewes, Knight. —Sitting Members, Febn Walſh, «q. 
© Thomas Bates Reus, eſq. 

The objects of the petitioner were I. To prove that bri- 
| bery had deen committed by the fitting members or their 
agents, and thereby to make the election void, as to them. 

II. To diſqualify ſuch a number of voters for the fitting 

members, and to add ſuch number to the poll for the peti- 

tioner, as to leave a majority in and entitle him 
to be declared duly elected. HI. To induce the committee 
to make a {ſpecial report to the Houſe of the various mat- 
ters particularly alledged in the petition againſt the fitting 
members, the corporation, the returning officer, a peer 
whoſe influence and interference was complained of, and the 
corrupted voters, On the firſt head witneſſes were called, 
who ſwore to poſitive acts of bribery and promiſes by Mr 
Walſh himſelf and by his agents. In anſwer to this, ei 
dence was called on the «ther fide, who poſitively contra 
dicted the facts alledged, and in ſome inſtances the perſons 
who were ſaid to have given or to have received bribes pet 
fiſted in denying the acts of bribery when confronted wit 
the witneſſes on the other fide.—On the ſecond point tb 


counſel for the petitioner ſtated that a great _—_— * 
titulſg 


ned. 
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fituting the majority of the IS, 1 been procured by pro- 
miſes and by money—and in particular upwards of 300 con- 
ſtables were ſworn in, and recieved money from the chamber- 
lain the day before the election, who all voted for the ſitting 
members, and many witneſſes proved that offers were made 
to others to make them conſtables, if they would vote for 
the fitting members. Typ this it was anſwered, that the - 
titioner had given riſe to apprehenſions by his conduct, that 
the election would be riotous, and therefore the corporation 
had wiſely inereaſed the number of conſtables. 19 voters 
were given up by the fitting members, becauſe their names 
were not to be found in the corporation books, On the 
third point there was nothing material infiſted upon — The 
council for the fitting members objected to going into evi- 
dence on the improper interference of the peer, as the com- 
mittee of privileges appointed annually, was the proper place 
for ſuch a complaint. 

The committee determined, that the two fitting mem- 
ders were duly elected. 


Caſe of the Borough of CARDIGAN, and its contributary Bo- 
roug hs. —Petitioners, Thomas Johnes the y-unger, eſg.—Se- ||| 
veral Burgeſſes of the Boroughs ef Cardigan, Aberiſtwith, 
and Lampeter. —Sitting Member, Sir Roberi Smyth, bart. | 
The petition ſtated that Thomas Colby, eſq. the returning 

officer permitted a great number of” perſons to poll for Sir 

Robert Smyth, who had no legal right to vote, and rejected 

the votes of divers others duly qualified, who offered to poll 

for Mr. Johnes, and was guilty of many other notorious acts 


of partiality and injuſtice. The laſt determination of the 


right of election was on the 7th of May, 1730, —Burgeſles 
are admitted into theſe boroughs without any particular qua- 
fication, and as all burgeſſes, whether reſident or not, have 
a right to vote, it has been uſual, previous to an election, to 
admit great numbers. Above 4000 were admitted at Car- 
digan alone, between the beginning of the year 1774 and 
the laſt election. Their votes, however, were not good on 
account of their occaſionality. It had been uſual before 
1765 to give to each burg ſs a docket of his a imiſſion, writ- 
ten on a ſlip of ſtamped parchment, and ſigned by the Mayor 
and Town Clerk.—Since 1765, in cunſequence of the 
change then introduced in the law on this ſub;eR, a ſtamped 
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book has been kept, in which the town clerk' orders the 
names of the new burgeſſes. | 

At the election the mayor laid down a rule, © that he 
would admit every perſon to poll who would ſay he was a 
burgeſs of one of the four boroughs, and had polled at a 
former election.“ Mr. Johnes' managers objected to this, 
and infiſted that none ſhould be admitted to vote who did 
not produce entries of their admiſſions on ſtamps, if admit. 
ted fince 1765, or ſtamped dockets if made free prior to that 
time. Notwithſtanding this, however, all voters who came 
r Sir Robert Smyth, were admitted to vote without any 
inveſtigation of their titles, but the admiſſions of all thoſe 
who voted for Johnes were produced and inquired into. 
About 249 of Sir Robert's voters declared at the poll that 
they had no admiſſions to produce, and about 134 ſaid they 
never had any admiſſions. In the courſe of the proceeding 
before the committee, it was agreed that the agents of both 
parties ſhould examine the poll for Sir Robert Smyth, with 
the books of the corporation. In conſequence of their 
Joint examination, it was agreed that of the votes for the 
Ltting members, 

1. A certain number was not to be found at all in the hooks, 

2. That the names of a certain number were in the 
books, but that the deſcriptions added to thoſe names in the 
books, and on the poll were nat the ſame. 

3- That a certain number were only found in a liſt, writ- 
ten in a book called the council- book. | 

4. That the admiſſions of a certain number were entered 
on ſtamps during the poll. 

5. That the admiſſions of others were entered on ſtamps 
after the poll. IN 

6. And of others within a year before the election. 

7. That the entries reſpecting a certain number in the 
corporation books, and on the poll, agreed both in the 
names and deſcription. 

The firſt claſs were given up by the counſel for the fitting 

member, On the ſecond point the committee determined, 
ec that the counſel for the petitioners ſhould make their ob- 
jections to each individual vote; and that when the deſctip- 
tion in the books ſhould appear to differ from the deſcrip- 
tion on the poll,”it was incumbent. on the counſel, for the 
fitting member to remove the objections, ſo as to reconcie 


the difference. On the third queflion, a deal of evidence 
was 
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thentic. That it was made in 1741, before an election, for 


the pugpoſe of ſerving the interefl of a Mr. Lloyd, and that 


the n tained in it had not been ſhewn to be taken 
from preſentments enrolled in the leet-books, The com- 
mittee determined, „that the leet of 1741, as entered in 
the council- book, was not admiſſible as evidence ! On the 
fourth queſtion, the committee reſolved, „that the voters 
whoſe admiflions were ſtamped during the poll, prior to their 
voting, are to be admitted as legal voters at this election 
The parties were to underſtand, that this reſolution goes 
merely to the legality of ſtamping the admiſſions during the 
poll, before the voters had polled, and not to any other right 
whatſoever.” On the fifth point, the committee. reſolved, 
„ that perſons, whoſe admiſſions were ſtamped after their 
votes were given, were not to be allowed as legal voters at 
the laſt election.“ On the ſixth queſtion, the committee 
reſolved, © that it is not neceſſary by the ſtatute of 3 George 
HI. for freemen, whoſe right, in every other reſpect, is 
complete a year before an election, to have their admiſ- 
fions entered on ſtamps twelve Kalendar menths before, in 
order to qualify them to vete at ſuch election.“ On the 
ſeventh queſtion, the council for the petitioners contended, 
that as there were ſo many perſons of the ſame name in 
Wales, and as Mr, Johnes's agents were not ſuffered to en- 
quire into the identity of theſe voters during the poll, it 
was now the buſineſs of the counſel for the fitting member 
to prove their identity. The committee, however, deter- 
mined, that the onus of diſproving the identity of the per- 
ſons lay upon the counſel for the petitioners,” In conſe- 
guence of theſe reſolutions of the committee, liſts were pre- 
pared by the agents on each fide, of the number of voters 
which were thereby diſqualified, and the counſel for Sir 
Robert Smyth admitted, that as the poll then ſtood, there 
was a majority of fifty-eight in favour of Mr. . — 
Upon this, Smyth's counſel endeavoured, 
new, that there was the greateſt reaſon to believe, that 
many who had voted for Johnes, were not the perſons who 
had really been admitted, but that they were men who hal 
falſely perſonated thoſe who were entitled to vote. On this, 
the committee reſolved, “ that as the identity of Mr. 
Johnes's voters had been ſerutinized at the poll, it was not 
In- 
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 Fneumbent on his counſel to identify them before the come 
The committee then determined, that Thomas Johnes, 

the younger, Eſg. was duly elected, and ought to have 

been returned. —— — 

The Caſe 12 Borough of NEW RapNoR, and its Contri- 

ref in the Cou 1 

; ewis, eſg. ſeveral Burpeſſes of the Ferough of 

Na RaDpnoR, 2 its Contriburary La- 
member, Jobs Lewis, Eſq. | 

Both the petitions contained a general allegation, that 
Edward Lewis, Eſq. the petitioner, had a great majority of 
legal votes and was duly elected. 5 
- The laſt determination of the Houſe on the right of elec- 
tion was on the 12th of November, 1690.—The counſei: 
for the petitioner inſiſted that by the word Burgeſſes, « Is 
meant all burgeſſes whether reſident or non-refident ; and 
that by the ſtanding order of 1735, the counſel for the fit- 
ting member were not at liberty to go into any proof to the 
contrary. The counſel on the other fide contended that by 
the ſtanding order, the Houſe could never intend to prohi- 
bit the explanation of ambiguous or equivocal words ; they 
ſaid they only meant to ſhew that the Houſe muſt have un- 
derftood in this inſtance, not “ Burgeſſes at large, but 
4% Burgeſſes inhabitants.” — The committee were of opinion 
that they were not precluded by the ſtanding order from re- 
reiving ſuch explanation.---Aſter having heard the argu- 
muents of the counſel, and read the various determinat:ons 
of the Houſe on the Welch beroughs, the committee re- 
ſolved that out-burgeſſes as well as inhabitants, were intit- 
led by the determination of the Houſe to vote, and they 
thereſore declared that Edward Lewis, Eſq. the petitioner, 
was duly elected, and ought to have been returned. 

e of the County of CLAckMANNAN.—Petitioner James 

Francis Erfaine, Eſq.---Sitting member Ralph Abercromb ie, 

jun. E . . 

The tion ſet forth that the ſitting member was ab- 
ſolutely diſqualified and ineligible; that the petitioner had 
a majority of legal votes; and that the return of the fitting 
member was brought about by various illegal and un war- 
rantable acts and proceedings.---The counſel for the peti- 
tioner argued, that the fitting member ought to have given 
in a particular of his eſtate to the clerk of the — 

within 


ny of RADNOR Petitioners, | 
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ſtanding order, —It was either proved or admitted that Mr, 


within T5 days after the petition was read, according to the 


Abercrombie had ſtood on the frecholders roll of Clack- | 


mannanſhire even ſince 1759 ; but the petitioner objected 
to him on account of an alteration of circumftances—four 
months had elapſed and no complaint had been made to the 
court of ſeſſion. The counſel for the fitting member con- 
tended, that now all the qualification neceſſary to be pro- 
duced by him was his name on the roll.—That the Houſe 
fince the 16th of George the Second, had no juriſdiction 
with regard to the right of freeholders to ſtand on the roll, 
becauſe the complaint is directed to be made to the court of 
ſe ſſion. 

The committee were of opinion that they were bound 
by the ſtatute of George the ſecond; that the enrollment 
of the fitting member under all the circumſtances of the 
caſe, was a ſufficient anſwer to the petitioner's demand of 
his qualification; and that no other evidence ſhould be 
called on the head of his qualification.—After this the pe- 
titioner informed them that he would not give them any 
further trouble—They therefore determined that the fitting 
member was duly elected. 


| Caſe of the County of Fre B.—Petitioner, Jobn Henderſon, 


Eſq. —Sitting Member, James Townfhend Oſwald, Eſg: 

The numbers for Mr, Oſwald were 61, and for the peti- 
tioner 61, — The counſel for the petitioner propoſed to ob- 
je& to two of the votes for the fitting member, and his 
counſel again to one of the petitioner's. —The votes ob- 
jected to by the petitioner, were thofe of Hugh Dalrymple, 
and William Melvil, Eſqrs. They contended that the eſtate 
of Mr, Dalrymple was a redeemable right, not within the 
exception of the ſtatute of 12 Anne, and therefore deprived 
cf the right of voting. Mr. Melvil, they contended that 
he had no right to vote, as he was denuded of the title 
upon which he ſtood upon the roll; his wife in whoſe right 
he ſtood, having diſpoſed her eſtate to her ſon Captain 
Graham.—Aft:r hearing the arguments on both ſides, the 


committee informed the counſel! that they were of opinion, 


that Hugh Dalrymple, Eſq. of Fordell, and William Metvill, 

Eſq. ef Griegſten, had a right to vote at the laſt election of 

member to ſerve in parliament for the county of Fife, 
Upon which the fitting member was declared to be duly 


elected. 
Caſe 
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of che County of Lax NAR. Petitioner, Daniel Campbell, 
oy 7.—Citting _—_ Andrew Stuart, 'E I 


. The petition ſet forth that Mr. Stuart at 4 time of the 
election was ineligible, and that the petitioner had the ma- 
Jority of legal votes, and was duly elected. The counſel 
for the-petitioner ſtated, that Mr. Stuart at the time of the 
election, held the office of joint king's remembrancer, in 
the court of exchequer in Scotland; which they ſaid was 
an office of profit under the crown, erected fince the 25th 
of October, 1705. The counſel for Mr. Stuart denied that 
be held the office at the time of his election.— On this a 
copy of the king's commiſſioner, under the union ſeal, 
bearing date the 25th of January, 1771, granting the place 
to Mr. Stewart, and Mr. Warrander jointly, was read. The 
counſel- for Mr. Stewart then called ſeveral gentlemen to 
prove that he had reſigned the office previous to the election. 
He had given by the hands of the ſolicitor-general, his re- 
ſignation to the ſecretary of the treaſury, but nothing had 
been done in it. 

The committee reſolved, © That it is the opinion of the 
committee, that Andrew Stuart, Eſq. by the inſtrument cf 
reſignation executed at Edinburgh, on the 18th of October, 


1774, and delivered to Mr. Cooper on the 25th of the ſame 


month, was at the time of his election diveſted of the 
office of king's remembrancer in the court of exchequer, in 
Scotland.“ This reſolution of courſe put an end to the 
eauſe, and the fitting member was declared duly elected. 

Caſe of the Diftrif of Nox Tu BZNWICEk, HA DING rox, 

4691997. = in GH, and DyNnB a Rr.—Peritiozers, Sir 
Alexander Gilmour, Bart? Andrew Dickſon, Eſq. conflitu- 
en Members of the Town Council of the Borough of Haddirg- 

ton, at Michaelmas, 1774; The Magiſtrates and Town 

Council of North Berwick; The Proveft, Magiſtrates, ard 

Council of the Borough of Dunbar. —Siiting Member, The 

Hon. John Maitland. 

The petitions ſet forth that at the election at North Ber- 
wick, the preſiding borough commiſſions were produced 
in favour of perſons named as delegates for the ſeveral bo- 
roughe; and David Kinloch, Eſq. appeared, and claimed a 
vote, as having been the perſon duly elected delegate for the 
borough of Haddington ; though a commiſſion had been 
made out in favour of Robert Burton, Eſq. provoſt of Mad- 
dington, and accordingly he gave his vote at the election 

| | 4 under 


11 
under proteſt. That the bore 3 eommiĩſſio 
from the boroughs Haddington, Lauder, and Jedburgh, 
voted for the Hon. John Maitland, clerk of the pipe in the 
court of exchequer, in Scotland; and the delegates from 


North Berwick and Dunbar, voted for Sir Alexander Gil- 


mour. That Mr. Maitland was ineligible, on account 
of his office which had been created fince the 25th of Octo- 
ber, 1705;— That beſides this, the two commiſſions for the 
borovghs of Haddington and Jedburgh, had been granted 
by perſons who were by law incapable of electing a dele- 
gate, having no right themſelves to the offices they aſſumed 
in the ſaid borough; and that the ſaid commiſſions were 
procured by bribery, &c, From this ſtate of the allegations 


it appeared, that the two general queſtions in the caſe were 


1, Whether Mr. Maitland was eligible? 2. Whether he, or 
Sir Alexander Gilmour had the majority of legal votes. Af- 
ter hearing the arguments of counſel on both ſides, the come 
mittee determined on the firſt point, © That the Hon. ſohn 
Maitland, was eligible to ſerve in parliament, notwithſtand- 
ing his being in poſſeſſion of the office of clerk of the pipe, 
in the exchequer of Scotland, at the time of his election.“ 

On the ſecond point, the counſel for the petitioners ar- 


gued, that the commiſſions from the boroughs of Hadding- 


ton and ſedburgh were illegal, becauſe the magiſtrates of 
theſe boroughs had not been duly choſen.—By the gth ſec- 
tion of the ſecond of George II. cap. 24. lit is enaQted, 
« That the ſaid ſtatute ſhall be openly read at the annual 


election of magiſtrates and town-counſellors, for every bo- 


rough within that part of Great Britain called Scotland.” 


This proviſion was not complied with at the laſt annuat- 


election of magiſtrates for theſe boroughs, and therefore the 
election was void, and conſequenly their future election of 
delegates, To this it was anſwered that this ſtatute was 
merely directory, and that it never was read upleſs upon 
there queſt of a member of the counſel, This point was 
therefore dropped; but another objection was ſtarted againſt 
the magiſtraey of Jedburgh, becauſe in their laſt election 


had departed from the ſett, in not purging the council tiff 


ſome days after the election; but they were not able to prove 


from the uſage, that there was any illegal irregularity in the 


proceeding. 


The Committee declared the fitting member to be duly 


ekRed, 
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©, *GaLLowaY, and STRANRAER.—Petitioner, 
. Daß cad, Eſq. —Sitting Member, William Norton, Eſq 


The petition ſtated that the delegates for the boroughs 6 
Wigtown, Whitehorn, and Stranraer, met at New Gallo. 


| 


, refignation of the ſaid Alexander Ferguſon, was admitted 


Nut the petitioner having had the votes of Wigtown ant 


Newall was duly choſen a delegate for the borough of Ne 
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way, the preſiding borough, and that Alexander Ferguſon 
Eſq. choſen and appointed delegate for the borough of N 
Galloway, abſented himſelf from the ſaid election, havir 
pretended to reſign the office of delegate. That Foh 
Newall, Eſq. pretending to have been duly choſen delegat 
for the ſaid borough of New Galloway, upon ſuch pretendef 


vote, and accordingly did: vote for: the the fitting Member. 


Whitehorn, and Mr. Norten the legal vote of Stranrae 
only, had thereby a majority of legal votes, and ought to hay 
been returned. 

There were two queſtions in this caſe, 1 Whether Mr 


Galloway, and was capable of voting: and 2. Whether 
perſon, not a burgeſs of any one of the boroughs compoſing 
a diſtrict, is capable of being elected a burgeſs to ſerve i 
parliament. Mr. Daſhwood was not a burgeſs of either 
the four boroughs, and tbis objection was taken to his el; 
bility by the counſel for the fitting member. 

On the firſt point it was ftated, that Mr. Ferguſon w. 
duly choſen the delegate of New Galloway, agreeable tot. 
ſtatute; but on the morning of the day of election, a lett 
was preſented to the council of New Galloway, from M 
Ferguſon, in which he refigned his commiſſion. The cout 
cil immediately proceeded to the choice of another delegat 
and the ſame people choſe Mr, Newall.— But the ſtatute ſay 
that two · days ſhould intervene between the meeting. f 
naming the day of election, and the day of election. The 
urged that Mr. Ferguſon could not refign, nor the count 
choſe another, he was functum officio» Upon the ſecon 
point it was urged that there was not any poſiti ve and dire 
Katute, which enjoined that the burgeſſes for the royal b 
roughs ſhould-be actual burgeſſes in the diſtrict, It was t 
uſage indeed that they ſhould be honorary, but honorary but 
geſſes can act in no corporate capacity, and are merely nom 
nal. The committee determined that Henry Watkin Dal 


wood, Eſq. was duly elected. 
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